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CHAR LI 
The INTRODUCTION, 


lewing, that the Author was obliged to pub- 
lib his former Letter, and that Mr. Ro- 
binſon uſt anſwer for the Faults of bis 


lndex. 


SIR, 


Perceive by the Letter you ſent md, in an- 
ſwer to that which I addreſs'd to your ſelf, 
that you partly defend, partly retract, part- 
ly extenuate, and partly deny, thoſe Par- 
lars of 2 Review of the Caſs of Liturgies 
a their Impoſition, which I examined in my 
wreſaid Letter; and that thro' the whole you 
, and endevor to avoid the Truth, and 

B impoſe 


prepoſſeſt the World with Prejudices againſt you, p. I. 


2 A ſecond Letter to Chap, J. 


impoſe upon your Readers, by the moſt prof 
Falſnhoods in Matters of F a2 the moſt 4— 
Shifts and Evaſions, c. Wherefore I have re- 
ſolved to give you the Trouble of this ſecond 
Letter. | 

Before I meddle with the principal Matters in 
diſpute, I ſhall anſwer two Objections, which 
— have made againſt my Letter in general. 

1. You tell me, That the main Defyn of my 
Letter is, not to ſupport the Cauſe of Liturgies and 
their Impoſition, againſt what you had ſaid upon that 
Subje& : but to vilify and expoſe your Perſon, and 
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Now the Truth on't is, I never pretended in the 
Letter aforeſaid to return an Anſwer to your 
Book. You know, I have already told you, 
that I was oblig'd to wait the Leiſure of ſome 
other Perſons, before I undertook a general Re- 
view of the Controverſy that depends between 
us. Nor ſhou'd I have given you any particular 

Trouble, before I confider'd the Papers of my 
other Adverſaries, had you not diſtinguiſh'dFl 
your ſelf by ſuch an wſcholarlike and imchriſti- 
an way of writing, as would not ſuffer me to be 
ſilent. 

I readily grant, that if the Subject of my Let-Wl © 
ter had heen ſuch as you pretend; if I had only 
pick d ont here and there a few mcidental Paſſages, Wl '* 
and haſty Expreſſions, ſuch as too often drop from 
the Pens of controverſial Writers in the Heat of diſ- 
pute, p. 1. if had made a mighty Noiſe upon a few 
umwary Expreſſions, at the worft, p. 2. or a few an- 
gry ords, p. 3. 1f I had written a whole Book about 
ſuch Triſles, ibid. I ſnould undoubtedly have been 
very much to blame. For (as you tel] me, p. 4.) 
what has the World to do with the little petti 
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Chap. I. Mr. B. Robinſon. 3 
Fords, that now and then happen between you and 
w2? Nor do I think the Reader much concern d 
vou, whether you or T be the wiſer or the better 
lun; or which of us is the more careleſs, and more 

gt to blunder : whether you or I be better «hall d in 
Elefaftical Antiquity ; and which of us are better 
mer d, and the better Scholars, &c. p. 2, 3. Were 
this the whole Matter, I ſhou d acknowlege it to 


Je frivolous Squabble, p. 3. But alas! the Cafe 


; far otherwife. Certainly no Writer was ever 
zpreſented more like a Monſter of Villany, than 
| have been repreſented by your ſelf in your Re- 
mw of the Caſe of Liturgies, &c. Nor have y 


ven aſham'd to imploy the baſeſt Arts to ſup- 


ort your Charge. So that I was neceſſitated to 
pbliſh a Letter to you, not as an Anſwer to your 
Book, but only that I might diſcover what a fort 
Writer you are, and what Liberties you dare 
low your ſelf ; thereby to awaken your Rea- 
bers to an Examination of your Book, and vin- 
licate my own Reputation, and forward your 
_ for the Wickedneſs you have been 
gulty ot. 

You ſay indeed, that you are till ſatisfy'd 
[ might have been as likely to reach every good End I 
ud propoſe to my ſelf in writing ſuch a Letter, 
nd von d much better have conſulted my awn Repu- 
tation, if I bad choſen rather to do it ou ei 
ther in a Perſonal Converſation, or under my Hand 
md Seal, p. 3, Now had your Repentance been 
the only thing I aim'd at; this Pretenſe had been 
the more plauſible: tho I confeſs, I am ſtill of 
Opinion, that a private Application had been 
utterly loſt upon you, for an obvious Reaſon. 
But ſurely, Sir, I ow'd ſome Juſtice to your Rea- 
ders, and alſo to my ſelf. ; 
B 2 What 
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Whatever you pretend, p. 4, 5. I know tc 
well, that very few Perſons give themſelves ti 
Trouble of comparing Books, and ſearching in 
to the Truth with a ſutable Diligence. I cou 
mention, were it needful, ſeveral remarkable 
Proofs of this. Was it not fit therefore, that you 
Readers ſhou'd be awaken'd, if poſſible? Wa 
not this the moſt likely Method to prevent thei 
being impos'd upon in a Matter of fo great Im 
portance, as I muſt ſtill take Leave to accoun 
the Diſpute concerning a precompos'd Liturgy W 
And as for my ſelf, my Character as a Clergy 
man, and the Hopes of doing good as a Writer 
oblig'd me to wipe off your groſs and ſcanda 
lous Aſperſions. For what Good is that Mar 
likely to do, either by his Parochial Labors, o 
by Endevors of a more public nature, who lie 
under the Infamy of being an arrant Knave and 
Villain > Had I been ſilent under ſuch abomina 
ble Charges, as you have laid upon me, and 
which the ill natur d World will too greedily re 
ceive, and too eagerly ſpread ; I had ſeem d tc 
confeſs the Guilt, and to deſerve the Reproac 
that was caſt upon me. For theſe Reaſons 'twa 
*neceſſary for me to appeal to the World, andi 
addreſs my ſelf to you in the moſt public man- 
ner. And I was oblig'd to do it with all couve-W, 
nient Speed, and in Papers particularly directed ij, 
to your ſelf, conſidering that thoſe Perſons from 
whom I expect farther Oppoſition, will probably v 
delay my general Defenſe for ſome Years; ſo WI. 
that if L had not reſolv d upon the Method afore- Min 
ſaid, it had been impoſſible for me to prevent al 
the pernicious Conſequences of your Slanders. 0 
How then cou d you fay, that I might have been Wi. . 
es likely to reach every good End I cou d propoſe * * 
ep bt ; [4 f 
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er conſulted my own Reputation, if I had choſen 
ther to do it privately, either in a perſonal Conver- 
lion, or under my Hand and Seal? What! Wou'd 
qur Readers have been awaken'd by hearing 

bing of the matter? Or wou'd my own Re- 
untion have been vindicated by an inexcuſable 
pledt of it? Or was it reaſonable for me to ex- 
Wt, that a Perſon, who had already ſhewn ſo 
ae regard to Juſtice and Truth, wou'd upon a 
ne private Admonition publiſh his own Shame, 
nd make reparation for the Injuries he had done 
With to his Readers and my ſelf? 

But you endevor to ſoften your Charge. You 
ky, that I chiefly quarrel with you for a few ſmart, 
ol ſometime pleaſant, Reflections here and there in- 
mix d, chiefly with defign to keep your Readers a- 
we, but not at all to braſs their Judgment either 
v or other, p. 5. Theſe you are afterwards 
las d to call ᷣmocent Excurfions, ibid. You pre- 
nd alſo, that the Aſperſions you had caft up- 
nme, were by no means fo grievous as I have 


ſented them. You ſay, that in the groſs t 

; — to no more, than the } have . — 
"8d, ſometimes contradicted my ſelf, and ſometimes 
rg icated. p. 6. Now as for Blumders and Self- 
4 ntradiFions (tho? they are by no means credita- 
ee, nor do I care to be ſuſpected of them, yet) 
15 keauſe they might have been interpreted as 
0 mots of my Weakreſs only, I ſhould for the 
vent have born the Imputation of them, if 
be other more provoking Calumnies had not 


vlig'd me to write. But were Blunders, Self- 
traditions, and Prevarications, the whole of 
jour Charge? Were they the only Aſperſions 
jou had caſt upon me? You ſay fo indeed; 

B 3 and 


Gap. I. Ar. B. Robinſon, 0 


in writing ſuch a Letter , and vou d have much 
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ond. ſcandalous Þnputations, &c. and to comply 
1 | 
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and therein you ſpeak like your ſelf, nor am 
at all ſurprized at it. But alas! you very well 
uam the c z and you your ſelf have reM 
ferr d to to thoſe very Pages of my Letter, which 
prove the contrary. Let any Man read but pf 
322, 323, 324. of your Review, which I quot 
in my Leter, Ch. 9. b. $3, 54, $5: and he wil 
find, that beſides other Civilities, you charge 
me with Bold Falſhood, Forgery, and Lying fer th 
Church (beſides palpable Prevarication ) in th@ 
compaſs of a few Lines. To which I might add 
a vaſt number of other foul Charges, which a 
ſcatter'd in all parts of your Book; ſome off 
which the Reader will find I have recited in th 
zd and 4th Pages of my Letter, and many othe 
in the 19th and 2oth Chapters, whither I refe 
him, being unwilling to defile any more Pap: 
with them. And yet (I am heartily griev'd ff 
think on't) you can make bold to affirm (thi 
your own printed Book demonſtrates the contra 
ry) that Blunders, Self contradi@tons, and Prevaric 
trons, were all the Aſperſions you had caſt upon r 

If I could prevail with the Reader to peru 
thoſe very Pages of my Letter, which you your { 
refer to in youre, p. 6, 7. he wou'd be convinc'd, 
that you writ thoſe Words contrary to your o 
Knowledge; and that ſeveral of thoſe very E 
preſſions which you there quote from me, we 
occaſion'd by ſuch Aſperſions, as cannot be c: 
led or accounted either Blumders, or Self-cc 
traditions, or Prevarications ; which y 
you now profeſs, were all the Aſperſions c 
caſt upon me; 2. that I had guſt reaſon to ſpe: 
of your bemous Imputations, ſcandalous Aſperjun 
filthy Language, abominable Suggeſtions, villa 


* 
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that you have blacken'd me to the utmoſt of your 
and repreſented me as an arrant Knave and 
2 ; that you have made a Devil of me ; that 
f what you have ſaid of me be true, tit certain Tam 
wt fit to live, and that I am fully ripe for eternal 

Damnation. P. 6, 7. 
Such, Sir, were your ſmart and pleaſant Refle- 
an, your immacent Excurſions ! As ſmart, plea- 
ent, and innocent, as the Dagger of a Spaniſh 
bum. By, ſuch Particulars you defign'd to 
vp your Readers awake ! So that my Reputation, 
i ſeems, mult be ſacrific'd to atone for your inſuf- 
JJ frble Dulneſs. However, you did not deſn at 
Auto baſs 18 of the Readers one way or 
her by theſe ſmart and pleaſant Reflections, theſe 
imocent Excurſions ! No, by no means! For 
what ſignifies it, if an Author be loaded with ten 
thouſand Calumnies ? I'll warrant, in this can- 
did Age, the Judgment of his Readers, eſpeci- 
ally if they happen to be of a different Opinion 
from himſelf, won't be by aſs d by the moſt viru- 

Ent Defamations ! 
But ſay you, Have I ever faid any thing like 
this of you this Language is what I no where al- 
ly my ſelf to uſe. p. 7. Strange But what 
cannot Mr. Robinſon write? Have you ſaid no- 
thing like it? What! are not Prevarications, 
Bold Falſhoods, Forgeries, Lying for the Church 
(not to mention others, which the Reader will 
find in the places already mention'd) are they 
not, I ſay, heinous Imputations, ſcandalons Aſper- 
fons, filthy Language, abominable Suggeſtions, villa- 
nous and ſcandalous Imputations, &c ? Is not that 
Man, who is frequently charg'd with them, 
blacken'd to the utmoſt of your power, and repreſented 
a an arrant Knav? and Vila ? Is he not made a 
Devil of ? And if theſe things be juſtly charg'd 
B 4 upon 
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8 | A ſecond Letter to Chap: l. 
npon him, is he not wit to live, and fully ripe for 


eternal Damnation? 

You ad d indeed, that ſuch Language is not 
what yon ever meant. p. 7. But whatever you 
meant, I muſt regard what you ſaid. Plain Words 
are not to be evaded by pretended Meanings. We 
are to judge of your Layguage by it ſelf ; and of 
your Meanings by your Language. 

But you tell me, that ſurely every one 7s not in. 
mediately a Knave, and a Villain, a damm d Wretch, 
and a Devil, that ever did in the Courſe of a Con- 
troverfie conceal a Difficulty with which he found him- 
ſelf preſs'd : or miſrepreſent the Senſe of an Author 
thro miſtake : or, even ſometimes knowingly and 
with deſign (when under a powerful Temptation ) 
to ſupport his own Reputation, and to give Counte- 
ance to a Cauſe. that lies near his Heart. And you 
aſſure me, that this is the very utmoſt Ion have 
charg'd Me any where with. This is all Tou mean, 
when you ſay, I have prevaricated, &c. Ion never 
2magin'd Me to be a Man of a profligate Conſc1- 
ence, a Writer that deſerv'd to be pillory'd. p. 7. 
Now as for Miſrepreſentat ions thro* miſtake, I 
am without doubt liable to them: nor did Jever 
blame you for taxing me with any thing, which 
you ſuppoſed to be of that kind. And as for 
concealing Difficulties with which a Man is 
preſs'd, I ſhall not diſpute, whether it deſerves 

the name of Nevarication, or no; tho” I think it 
a baſe and diſhonourable Practice, and what e. 
very Writer that uſes it, ought to be made aſna- 
— of. But as for miſrepreſenting an Author 
knowingly and with deſgn, it certainly deſerves 
the name of Prevarication. Now you have 
charg'd me, not only with Prevarication (as 
it ſignifies miſrepreſenting an Author Inow- 
gh and with deſgu, as appears by every pr 
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gle inſtance) but alſo with Lying, Bold Falſpood, 
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and Forgery. And I do ſtill maintain concern- 
ing thoſe Crimes (not to mention others, that 
you have alſo loaded me with) that they are (as 
I ſaid in my former Letter, p. 151.) Demonſtra- 
tions of a profligate Conſcience : and a Writer that 
dares be guilty of them, deſerves to be Pillory'd. 
You ſay indeed, that I am à very unskilful 
Caſuiſt, if I camot diſtingniſh between a particular 
Ad, that is not over honeſt , and ſuch a prevailing 
Habit of Wickedneſs, as does denominate a Man, 
and will affect his eternal State, p. 7. But with 
your leave, Sir, particular Acts of (ſuch) Pre- 
varication, Lying, Bold Falſhood, and Forgery (not 
to inſiſt upon your other Aſperſions) are not on- 
ly not over honeſt, but Sins of a very deep die, in 
the Opinion of Church men (whatever your ſelf 
and your Diſſenting Brethren may think of 
rn and every particular Act of them (eſpe- 
cially when tis deliberate and ſolemn, and muſt 
laſt as long as Ink and Paper can make it) does 
as certainly denominate a Man, and will as cer- 
tainly affect his eternal State (I do not ſay, to 
the ſame degree) as Murder, Blaſphemy, and 
other ſuch crying Sins; which tho committed 
but once, do notwithſtanding caſt a Man utter- 
ly out ot God's Favor, and make his Salvaticn 
impoſſible without a very bitter Repentance. And 
therefore your charging me with ſo many inſtan- 
ces of thoſe kinds (eſpecially ſince their being 
publiſh'd in a printed Book argues, that they 
muſt have been committed with Premeditation, 
and that they were intended to be Evils of a long 
— nudes is in plain terms nothing leſs, than 
repreſenting me as a Muave, and a Villain; than 
making a Devil of me, and ſuch a one as is not fit 
to live, and fully ripe for eternal Damnation, . 
et 


ts 


10 A ſecond Letter to Chap. I. 

Let any Man therefore judge, whether I had 
not too much reaſon to purge my ſelf by print- 
ing my former Letter to you; and whether it 
was not neceſſary tor me to caution your Rea- 
ders againſt taking the bare Word of that Writer, 
who was wicked enough to charge an innocent 
Man (ſuch as I have already prov'd, and ſhall 
now farther prove, my ſelf to be) in ſo barba- 


Tous a manner. 


I freely grant, that the main Cauſe in debate 
between us, cannot be determin'd by the Iſſue of 
this preſent Controverſy : nor was weak enough 
to promiſe my ſelf any ſuch thing by my for- 
mer Letter. For did I not expreſly tell the Rea- 
der in the very Preface to that Letter, that I did 
not pretend to more than a Specimen of your PraQi- 
ces, tho I ſelected thoſe Particulars, wherein you bear 
bardeft upon my ſelf, &c.? Did I not alſo therein 
ſay, that I hop d thoſe Inflances wou d tempt all im- 
partial Enquirers to compare what bas been written 
on both ſides, or at leaſt to ſuſpend their Fudgments, 
till I found an Opportunity of returning you a very full 
and particular Anſwer ? So that here are ſeveral Pa- 
ges of your Impertinence ſtruck off at once. As 
when you tell me, that I have not clear d the Senſe 
of any one Term, which you complain'd that I had 
left obſcure ; that I take not the leaſt notice of any 
Attempt yon had made to fix witb me the State of the 
main Queſtion in debate, that I do not ſo much a 
offer to prove, that our Saviour, and bis Apoſtles, 
did ever ſo much as once make uſe of ſuch precom- 
pos'd Forms as are in diſpute between you and me: 
or that any one ſmgle Church did in the 5 firff Centu- 
ries conſtantly make uſe of precompos d Forms, upon 
all Occaſions, &c. p. 69, 70, 71. Here, Sir, you 
diſpute without an Adverſary. For 1 _ 

ege, 
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Chap. 1. M. B. Robinſon. 11 
lege, that twill by no means follow, that my 


Notions concerning the joint uſe of precompos d 


Prayers are true, even tho' I ſhould never fo ef- 
fectually wipe off your Aſperſions, and diſcover 
our Ignorance, c. Though by the way, the 

Rea r will be able thereby to give a near Gu 
concerning the whole. For he will naturally con- 
clude (whatever you inſinuate to the contrary ) 
that I am not really preſs'd bard, p. 2. nor terribly 
gal” d, p. 7. nor griev'd, p. 46. by any thing you 
have written; ſince there is not a greater Appear- 
ance of Strength in any part of your Book, than 
in thoſe Particulars which I have ſele&ed and 
examined. However, the Deſign of my former 
Letter (as I have already faid, and as I told you 
in the beginning of it) was very different. I did 
not publiſh it as an Anſwer to your Book, but 
as an Antidote againſt the Poyſon of it. And 
that Succeſs, with which God has already bleſs'd 

it, will not ſuffer me to doubt, but that by 
ſecuting the Subject Matter of it, I ſhall through- 
ly attain the greateſt part of what I defir'd and 
intended by it. I ſhall vindicate my Sincerity, 
waſh away your ill Language, give your Rea- 
ders juſt Cauſe to ſuſpe& you, and to examin 
what has been already written by us. I wiſh I 
could add, that I have equal reaſon to hope for 
a ſutable Effect upon your ſelf , that you will be 
ſenſible of what you have done, and reconcile 
pw ſelf to God by making public Satisfaction 
T it. | 

And now, Sir, you may, if you pleaſe, ſtill 
contend, that the main Deſign of my former 
Letter was to vilify and expoſe your Perſon, and pre- 
paſſeſs the World with Prejudices againſt you, p. 1. 
And you may thank your ſelf for it, if what I 
wrote, 
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wrote, produces that effect. But for my part, 
I ſhall never eſteem it a Fault to vindicate my 
own Innocence, even by the Demonſtration of 
your Guilt. Nay, I rather eſteem it a public 
Service to detect you; that the Venom of your 
Pen may be the leſs miſchievous to others, now 
that a Mark 1s fet upon you; and that the World 
may for ever disbelieve thoſe Accuſations, which 
have nothing but Mr. Robinſon's Veracity to ſup- 
port them. | 
2. You blame me, p. 1, 2. for referring the 
Reader to your Index, and fetching Matter from 
thence to charge you with; becauſe you had told 
me, before the Book was fully printed, that the 
Index was undertaken by another Hand. Now 
the Truth is, I well remember you told me ſo; 
but I did then, and do ſtill, firmly believe, that 
you had more Senſe, than to annex an Index to 
our Book without reading it over, and expung- 
ing what you diſlik d. Nay, I challenge you 
to ſay, whether you did read it in Manuſcript 
or no; and whether if you did ſo read it, you 
made any Alteration in it. However, did you 
not reviſe the Index, whilſt twas in the Preſs ? 
Or were you reſolv'd, for ſome ſecret Reaſon, ne- 
ver to look upon it, either in Print or M. S. till 
it was wrought off? But farther, does not the 
Index make a part of the Volume publiſh'd b 
your ſelf under your own Name? Does not ſuc 
a Publication of it make it your own, and im- 


ply your Approbation of it? Nay, tho' you are 
aſham'd to own it, yet do yon even now condemn 
it? Certainly I did moſt juſtly impute thoſe 
Things to your ſelf, which I found in your In- 
dex; becauſe all the World will conclude, that 
whether you drew it up or no, yet you — 

tainly 
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tainly adopt it, and muſt be anſwerable for the 
Contents of it. Eſpecially conſidering, that ſo 
much of the Ihdex as I make uſe of, is in the 
Sheet Gg, which contains part of your laſt Chap- 
ter. So that, if you corrected that part of your 
own laſt Chapter (and deny it, if you can) tis 
demonſtrably plain, that the Index it ſelf, fo far 
as I am now concern'd, lay before your own 
Eyes for Correction, and was thereby entirely 
ſubmitted to you, whether you wou'd paſs it, 
or no. 

This Plea therefore is ſo ridiculouſly inſuffici- 
ent, and carries ſo manifeſt an Equivocation in 
it, that I am ſtrangely ſurpriz d at your Indiſ- 
cretion in placing it in the very firſt Page of 
your Letter. For what a Senſe of Guilt, and 
what an obſtinate Averſion to an ingenuous Re- 
tractat ion, have you betray'd thereby? Reflect a 
little, I beſeech you. Several ſcandalouſly falſe 
Particulars, of different kinds, were charg'd up- 
on me in your &:dex. You ſuffer'd them to ſtand 
there to reproach me. Had I been ſilent, the 
Party wou'd have averr'd, that I was thus and 
thus charg'd by your felt, and that you had 
made good your Charge, becauſe I durſt not 
contradict it. But I diſprov'd thoſe Particulars, 
and retorted the Shame upon your ſelf. And 
what 1s the Event? Truly you dare not main- 
tain ſeveral Inftances charg'd upon me in your 
idex (which ſhews, that the Charges are in your 
own Opinion unjuſt and wicked ) but you turn 
me over to your Index- maler. And what am! 
the better? Where's my Satisfaction? The Ju- 
d:x-maker abſconds ; and ſhelters himſelf under 
Mr. Robinſon's Cloak. You impeach your Ac- 
complice, but you do not diſcover him. Be fo 


juſt 
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juſt to your ſelf, Sir, as to name your Juda 
maker, and give ſubſtantial Evidence, that you 
never ſaw his worthy Labor, till it was made 
public ; and that you do not now approve it, 
tho? it accompanies your own : that fo your Fal- 
ſhoods may be diſtinguiſh'd from thoſe of your 
— 7016 Till that be done, Sir, the Slan- 
ders of your Idex will reft upon your ſelf ; who 
muſt be reputed the Author, becauſe you are the 
Pabliſher. | 


— 


CHAP. IL 


Of Mr. Robinſon's Falſfication of the Au- 
thor's Definition of Prayer. 


1 Proceed now to the principal Matters in diſ- 
pute, and ſhall conſider what you ſay to each 
of them. | 

In my Second Chapter I charg'd you with 
falſifying my Definition of Prayer. This Charge 
you conſider in your Second Section, and you 
ſpend Three Pages on it. You had faid, that 
according to my Definition of Prayer, mocking 
God, curſing him, blaſpheming, c. wou'd be 
Prayer. I anſwer'd, that thoſe Impieties cou'd 
not be Prayer according to my Definition of it; 
becauſe I defin'd Prayer to be a ſpeaking to God, 
with a due Regard to the Divine Majeſiy, ſuch 
Thirgs , as do either expreſs, or imply an Acknow- 


legement of, Homage, Dependence, Obedience, &c. | 


To which you reply, p. 9, 10. that I do indeed 
elſewhere uſe that Definition of Prayer, and you 


grant, it does ſufficiently ſhew, that I wou'd not 
allow 


RV. 2 = W  w—n) kr  . = P 5 


— 188 


PW "ww eee UTY e Yr wo 


<= *® kw.” 


Chap. II. Mr. B. Robinfon. 19g 


allow mocking God, curſing him, Cc. to be 
praying to him but you pretend, that it does 
by no means prove, that what you imputed to 
it, is not the direct Conſequence of my defining 
it elſewhere to be ſpeaking to God. You ask me 
alſo, p. 8. Vhy I refer you to other places of my 
Books, where I do indeed tell my-Reader, that the 
Things that ave to be ſpoken to God in Prayer, muſt 
be ſuch, as do either expreſs, or imph an Acknowlege- 
ment of, Homage, Dependence, Subjection, Obedi- 
ace, Nc? adding immediately, Does this at all 
eck the Force of my Reaſoning againſt your Deffri- 
tim ? I ſhall now examin this Reply. 

You own, that I do give ſuch a Definition 
of Prayer, as excuſes me from that — Con- 
{quence z but you ſay, I give it elſewhere. Tes, 
Mr. Robinſon ; but I give it, before I ſo much as 
once name that other Definition, upon which 
jou charge that horrid Conſequence. You own 
iſo, that I do indeed tell the Reader, that the 
Things that are to be ſpoken to God in Prayer, 
muſt be ſach, as do either expreſs, or imply an 
Acknowlegement of, Homage, Dependence, E7c. 
but you ſay, I do it in other places of my Books. 
Yes, Sir; but I do it in ſuch other places, as are 
tefore thoſe, wherein I define Prayer to be ſpeak- 
mg to God. This very Conſideration ought to 
hare prevented your falſe Accuſation, and made 
5 = a more candid Conſtruction upon my 

ords. | 

But there is ſomething elſe, which renders 
you utterly inexcufable. For tho? after I had gi · 
ren my Definition at large, I frequently oſed t 
ſhorter Definition, and ſaid that Prayer is ſpeak- 
ing to God; yet I beſeech you to recolle&t your 
ſelf. Did I not in my former Letter uſe _ 

ords? 
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Words? *Tis true, I do often ſay, that Prayer is 
ſpeaking to God, that the Eſſence! of Prayer conſiſts 
in it, and the like. But then I expreſly declare in 
the Words beforemention d, and in the begining of 
that very Book, which this Paſſage of yours is writ 
againſt, that whenſoever I thall for the future 
mention ſpeaking to God, I ſhall be ſure to mean 
the ſpeaking ſuch things to him, as do either ex- 
reſs, or imply an acknowlegement of, Homage, 
ndence, Subjection, Obedience, &c. This I 
did to avoid the repetition of every Word of the De- 
finition, which certainly there was no need of doing 
at every turn, after ſo ſolemn a warning given. And 
even in the Brief Hiſtory, wherein the things pre- 
mis d are not ſo fully expreſs'd (becauſe I — it 
more adviſable to enlarge on thoſe matters in the Diſ- 
courſe of Joynt Prayer) yet this very Definition is 
given complete and full, in the very firſt Page ; ſo that 
no Mortal could miſtake my meaning, p. 11. Nor 
did I fo much as once uſe that ſhorter Definition, 
from which you draw this Conſequence ; nor 
did I even mention the Word Pray, or Prayer, 
or Praying, or any thing like it, till I had actu- 
ally given that folemn Warning, and declar'd 
how much I would be underſtood to mean by 
ſpeaking to God. So that after ſuch a ſolemn 
warning given, my ſhorter Definition contain'd 
as much as my larger one, which expreſly de- 
ſtroys that horrid Inference. | 
With what face then can you perſiſt in your 
Falſification? Why wou'd you not ſo much as 
once take notice of that ſolemn Warning given 
in the Diſcourſe of Joynt Prayer, which demon- 
ſtrates the Injuſtice of your Imputation ? Why 
wou'd you not take notice of it, I ſay, even no, 
tho'I ſo carefully put you in mind of it? ho 
WI 
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will you not retra& ſo manifeſt an Untruth in a 
plain matter of Fact? Do you not tremble to 
vouch it again to be the neceſſary and immediate 
Conſequence of my Definition, 1n ſpite of, not on- 
ly my Admonition, but the Teſtimony of your 
own Senſes ? F 

I muſt add, that you blame even my larger 
Definition of Prayer, and tell me, p. 10. that I 


might be allow'd to call it a Deſcrzption, but not 


a Definition ; becauſe every Definition ought to 

conſiſt of a Genus, and of a differentia ed | 
cans ; and you ask me, what is the Genus, and 
what the differentia_ ſpecificans in that Definition 

of mine. Well, Sir, ſince your Sight is ſo bad; 

I'll take the pains to point them out to you. 

Speaking to God is the Genus; and the differen- 

tia ſpecrficans is, the ſpeaking ſuch . to Him, 

2 do either expreſs, or imply an acknowlege- 

ment of, Homage, Dependence, Cc. For ſhame, 

Mr. Robinſon, torſake and repent of ſuch Tricks, 

2 are unworthy, I will not ſay of a Chriſtian, 

but even of a Man. 


CHAP. III. 
Of his charging the Author with Self-contra- 


diFions. 


T H E Contradictions you charg'd me with, 
came next. There were ſix Inſtances of 
them, and I conſider'd them in ſix diſtin& 
Chapters. ; 
As for the fr/t Inſtance, treated of in my third 


Chapter, Ion readily give it up, and are content to 
C allow 
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( 
allow it was your Miſtake, p. 12. But you pretend, 
that tho' you did indeed apprehend ſome inconfpf. MN | 
ency there, yet you cannot find, that either your ſelf 
or your Friend, who drew up the Alphabetical Table, 
have direfly charg'd this upon me as a S#lf-coutradi- " 
ion. p. 11. But, Sir, tho' you have not direct- F 
ly and exprefly call'd it a Self-contradiction, 5 
you have nevertheleſs drawn up the Charge in þ 
the form of a train of contradiftory Propoſiti- 
ons; and you directly and expreſly ſay, that (a 
one of common Abilities will not be able to reconcile 2 
them, Rev. p. 58. And if this be not directly charg- 7 
ing me with Self. contradiction, I do not know 
what is. Common Senſe will tell you, that a Man of 
may be charg'd with the thivg, tho the Name be tc 
not given it. Nay, you your ſelf do allow this * 
in another Caſe in this very Letter which I am 0 
now examining. You tell me, that I charge Mr. ref 
Clarkſon with egregious Prevarication, . 67. And cl 
you prove it by producing ſeveral Paſſages of m h 
Brief Hiflory, in which there are no ſuch Words WM ji; 
to be found. And therefore your Opinion moſt . I x, 
plainly is, that I charged him with the thing, IId 
tho” the Name be not given it. And for the very With; 
ſame Reaſon 'tis plain, that you have charged ü 
me with a Self contradiction in this diſputed In-. 50 
ſtance. However, you retract what you ſaid; Wt; 
and conſcquently this Charge, whether of Selt- 
contradiction or of Inconſiſtency, is confeſs d to 
be falſe. 

The ſecond Inſtance, treated of in my fourth 
Chapter, you ſay, you never in the leaft intended 
to charge upon me as a Self-contradidion, nor is it 
ever ſo called either in the Book or Index : much 
leſs a heap of Selt- contradictions, as I. ſeem willig 
my Reader ſhou'd believe, p. 12, Now this 7 


Near 
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ſhall be determin'd by your own Words, Rev. p. 
64, 65. quoted by me, Lett. p. 20, 21. They 
are theſe. And after all, we hav? little reaſon to 
admit theſe, or any others he can bring, as undenia- 
ble Proofs that the Jews or in precompos'd ſet 
Firms of Prayer, eſpecially ſuch as were of merely 
buman Original; frem the time of Moſes's leading 
them out of Egypt, to their return from the Ba- 
. . bylonith Captivity (a). Ard the rather 
(a) Erick becauſe he himſelf does elſewhere, in va- 
v 5 | hg" . ſ Sen. 

110us particulars, plainly contradict it. 

For inflance, &c. 

Now as for theſe Words, Eſpecially ſuch at were 
of merely human Original, I ſhall take farther no- 
tice of them before I leave this point. At pre- 
ent Il ſuppoſe them tobe (what they really are) 
no part of thoſe Words of mine, for which you 
refer to my 16th Page, but foiſted in by your 
If, Lask you therefore, what tis, which I plam- 
h contradi&, And the Reader's Eyes will inform 
lun, that tis the foregoing Propoſition, for which 
you quote my 16th Page. Now in my 16th Page 
[do really aſſert the foregoing Propoſition, viz. 
that the Inſtauces I brought,are undeniable proofs, that 
the Jews joyn d in precompos'd ſet Forms of Prayer, 
from the time of Moſes's leading them out of Egypt, 
to their return — the Babyloniſh Captivity. And 
ſnce you tel] me, that I do elſewhere plainhy con- 
bad it, ſurely you charge it upon me as a Self- 
contradiftion. Again, you tell me, that I con- 
tradict it in varions Particulars. And is not my 
contradicting my ſelf in various Particulars, a 
heap of Self. contradictions? Nay, you after- 
wards divide that Self contradiction into ſeveral 
branches. And is not a heap of oppoſite Pro- 
plitions, a heap of Self-contradictions ? Yes 
rely, G9 But 
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But you ſay, you never in the leaft intended to 
charge this upon me as a Self- contradiction. No, 
by no means. And yet you have actually done 
it. You tell me a long Story about what you 
intended; and I have ſhewn what you have a&ed. 
Alas, good Man! You excuſe your ſelf from MW 
maintaining your Charge, by venturing upon Ml | 
a notorious Falſhood, in ſaying (contrary to 
your own expreſs Words) that you never laid it 
on me. But he that d mes, does certainly with- 
draw his Accuſation; and therefore I am once 
more acquitted by your ſelf. 

I muſt here add, that you are pleas'd to con- 
feſs the omiſſion of ſome Words of mine, of 
which I complain'd, Lett. p. 19, 20, 29, 30. But 

ou ſay, 'twas not done with any ill deſign, p.13 
he Reader, I hope, will judge for himſelf. l 
will only remind him, that that very omiſſio 
furniſh'd out a Self. contradiction to charge me 
with, as he will find in my Letter, pag. 29, 30 


I heartily with alſo, that you had at the ſan / 
time inform'd the World, 1.Whether theſe Word 
eſpecially ſuch as were of merely buman Original (th c 
inſertion of which, quite contrary to my SenſeM th 
furniſh'd out another Self. contrad iction to charg 

upon me; as I have largely thewn in my fourth pt 
Chapter) were inſerted with any ill den; 0 
Whether the omiſſion of a Parentheſis, to mak of 
me contradict my ſelf, of which I complain N 
5. 27,28. was done with any ill deſgn. What mad th 
you fo loth to ſpeak out, when I gave you [I le; 
much occaſion ? Whom muſt I thank (becaulM be 
[ love to be grateful) for thoſe Falſification in 
which you are pleaſed ſo cunningly to ſlide over ſta 


and take no notice of? 


Th 
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J. The third inſtance, treated of in my fifth 
to Chapter, you ſay, you 0 where call a Self-contra- 
0, liction „P. I4. Very well. But your Index cals 
it ſo. You'll tell me, that I'm oblig'd to your 
n WW hd:x-maker for that Complement : but I ſhould 
d. have been much more oblig'd to your Index- 
m WM nender for correct ing that Falſhood; which is fo 


m W notorious, that you have not ſaid one Word to 


I. | 
it Here again, Sir, I muſt take the Liberty of 
þ.Y wiſhing, that you had inform'd the World, 
ce whether that Falſification, of which I complain- 
ed, p. 38. was made with any il deſig, or 0 
The Reader, I fear, is grown very ſuſpicious of 
Fou; and your ſilence increaſes the Suſpicion. 

tl The fourth Inſtance, treated of in my ſixth 
13 Chapter, you ſtill affirm to be a Self-contradi- 
dion, p. 14- And you add, 'tis /o palpable an ove, 
that I my ſelf cannot deny it. But, Sir, I do deny 
it; and I deny'd it before, when I declar'd, that 
what I ſaid, wou'd be readily eſteem'd a ſnffici-nt 
Vindication by all candid Tikes, Lett. p. 44. A 
Vindication from what? Why from that Selt- 
| contradiction, you had charg'd me with. Why 

nſe i then wou'd you ſay, that I cannot deny it? 
g Upon this Inſtance you ſpend three Pages, to 
ti prove that what I ſaid, deſerves the Name of a 
2M ContradiQion ; and that you were the Author 
ab of the diſcovery of a miſtake which I own'd. 
108 Now I think, I have prov'd the contrary to both 
ade theſe Aſſertions, in my Letter, ch. 6th.. and I 
1% leave it with the Reader, whether I have or no; 
ui being unwilling to waſt ſo much as one minute 
FF in diſputing about ſuch Particulars. The Mi- 
ſtake is actually corrected by me, whoever diſ- 
G 3 cover'd 
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cover'd it ; and whether the conſequence of my 
miſtake was a Self contradiction or no. 

The fifth Inſtance, treated of in my ſeventh 
Chapter, you ſtill inſiſt upon. Whereas I had 
ſhewn the conſiſtency of what I ſaid, and prov'd 
| you guilty of a groſs Falſification of my expreſs 

ords, by leaving out a Parent heſis, on purpoſe 
to faſten the Self- contradiction upon me. This 
you take not the leaft notice of ; and yet you re- 
new the charge. I muſt entreat the Reader to 


view my ſeventh Chapter, and then judge of your 


Sincerity. 

In ſhort, the Caſe is this. I aſſerted, that tis 
poſſible to join in an extempore Prayer. But in 
what manner or degree of Perfection? Not through- 
out, as every Perſon ought. And I challeng'd 
you to produce any one place, where I deny'd 
the poſſibility of joining at all in an extempore 
Prayer, tho'I deny'd the poſſibility of joining 
therein throughout, N 

But nom you have invented 2 new way of faſt- 
ening the Self. contradiction upon me. Tho' you 


cannot name the place, where I ſaid tis impoſſi - 


ble to join (that is, to joyn at all) in an extem- 
| pore Prayer; yet you tell me, that [do (if you 
miſlake not) in the Account I give you of Foynt 
Prayer, make it abſolntely neceſſary, that the Per- 
ſons joining in Prayer, do not only ſpeak the ſame 
Words to God , but that they all ſpeak at once : 
And afterwards I tell you, that no Man can, at one 
and the ſame time, both attend to what is ſpoken ex- 
tempore by the Perſon that officiates, and actual) 
[peak himſelf in bis own Perſon, the very ſame thing 
to Almighty God. This (according to my Notion) 
is expreſly to ſay, that tis impoſſible to joyn in an ex- 

tempore 
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tempore Prayer. And then you beg me, if I can, 
** m jel to my ſelf at my leiſure. p. 19. 
Very well, Sir; when you” are pleas'd to beg 
ſo ſmall a Favor, aſſute your ſelf, Il either ud 
or make my ſelf Leiſure to grant it. In order 
thereto I will ſyppoſe a Congregation vocally 
joyning in the Uſe of the Lord's. Prayer. In 
this Caſe they do all of them vocally ſpeak the 
fame Form of Words at once, or at the ſame 
time, to Almighty God, But does not Mr. Ro- 
bmſou know, that when a Congregation does thus 
joyn in the Lord's. Prayer, it frequently happens, 
that one pronounces one particular Clauſe ſooner 
or later than another? One ſays, perhaps, Thy 
Kingdom come, whilft another ſays, Thy Will be 
de. And yet with reſpect to the whole Form 
in general, they vocally utter the ſame Words 
at once, or at the ſame time; tho? with reſpect 
to each particular Clauſe or Petition there be 
lome Variation, and one may ſpeak it before or 
iter another. Thus in the uſual way of repeat- 
ing the Confeſſion in the Morning and Evening 
Service of the Eſtabliſh'd Church, the Miniſter 
and People ſay the ſame Form of Words at once, 
or at the ſame time, with reſpe& to the whole 
Form in general ; tho' every Body knows, that 
with reſpe& to the particular Branches of that 
Form, the Miniſter goes before the People, and 
the People follow after the Miniſter, from the be- 
zinning to the end of it. So that tie no Contra- 
diction for a Man to ſay, with reſpe& to the 
lam? individual joynt Action, that a Congrega- 
tion does, and does wot, uſe the ſame Form of 
Words at once, or at the ſame time, viz. in dif- 
ferent Reſpets , with reſpect either to the whole 
| C 4 For m 
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Form in general, or to the ſeveral ſinall Portions 
of it in = WY | | 
This being premis'd, tis very eaſy for me to 
reconcile my ſelf to my ſelf. I do indeed ſay, 
That fmce Prayer i ſpeaking to God, therefore tis 
plain, tat joynt Prayer is joynt ſpeaking to God, 
that is, the ſpeaking of many Perſons to God at once. 
Diſc. of Joynt-Prayer, p. 11. and that when mayy 
Perſons (or more Perſons than one, tho there be no 
more than Two) do meet together in one and the ſame 
Place,” and ſpeak to God the ſame Matter of Prayer, 
at the ſame Time, in the ſame Method, and in the 
ſame Words ( as not only the Members of the Eſta. 
bliſh'd Church, but alſo the Diſſenters themſelves, do 
pretend to do in their reſpecti ve Congregations ) this is 
what I call and mean by jomnt Prayer. For in this 
Caſe they joyn both in Time, in Place, in Matter, in 
Method, and in Nords; and conſequently this Action 
does moſt truly deſerve the Name of joynt Prayer, 
p. 13. But then in theſe Places I manifeſtly ſpeak 
of the whole Form 1n general, and not of the ſe- 
veral ſmall Port ions thereof, into which a Form 
of any tolerable Length cannot but be divi- 
ded. I do alſo ſay, That no Man can, ot ore 
and the ſame time, both attend to what 1s ſpoken ex- 
tempore by the Perſon that officiates, and actuall/ 
ſpeak himſelf, in bis own Perſon, the very ſame thing 
to Almighty God, p 39. But then J manifeſtly 
ſpeak of the ſeveral ſmall Portions of that Form, 
in which the Congregation 1s ſuppos'd to joyn. 
And are not theſe Things throughly conſiſtent ? 
Had I ſaid indeed, that tis neceſſary, that the 
Perſons joyning in Prayer, ſhou'd ſpeak every 
ſmall Port ion of the Prayer at once, or at the 
ſame time; then I had been utterly inconſiſtent 
with my ſelf, and ſaid in effect, that tis 8 
| | ible 
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fible for People to joyn at all in an Extempore 
Prayer. Becauſe they can't both attend and joyn 
3t once. But I never ſaid any thing like this. I 
grant indeed, that the nearer a Congregation re- 
ſembles a ſingle Perſon, the more perfectly they 
joyn; and conſequently, their keeping exact 
Pace with one another in every Clauſe of a Pray- 
er, creates the greater Harmony, and makes 
them act the more exactly like a fingle Perſon : 
but I never pretended, nor thought, that a Con- 
— cou'd not joyn at all, unleſs they 
di 0. \ ; | 

Nay, I have ſo largely and fully explain'd 
my ſelf, and aſſerted the contrary ; and fo ex- 
preſly ſaid, that a Congregation's repeating the 
Half Portions of an Extempore Prayer after the 
Conceiver of it, is joyning in ſome meaſure in 
it; that you cou'd not underſtand me otherwiſe. 
dee Chap. 4. and particularly p. 52, 56. And I 
am throughly convinc'd by what you have writ- 
ten upon this Head, that you never once thought 
of this Sham, when you firſt laid the Charge 
upon me; and that you wou'd not even now 
have trump'd up ſuch a filly Pretenſe as this; 
had you not been driven to great Straits, an 
forc*d to plead it inſtead of a better Excuſe ; that 
you might thereby the more conveniently ſlide 
over your Falſification ot my Words, charg d 
upon you in the fifth Chapter of my former Let- 
ter; and ſeem to ſay ſomething in Juſtification 
of your Charge, by taking Sanctuary in this new 
Device; tho' you durſt not vindicate what you 
had formerly written upon the Subject. 

The Sixth Inſtance, treated of in my Eighth 
Chapter, you ſay, you do not any where call a Con- 
ſradiction, p. 19. But you own, your bidex cals 

at 
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it a groſs one. Pray, whom muſt I thank for 
its ſtanding thus in your Index, and being pub- 
liſh'd as ſuch at the End of your Book? You 
your ſelf indeed call'd it a Difficulty, p. 20. Alas, 
every thing is difficult to thoſe that won't un- 
derſtand it! However, you leave it with the impartial 
Reader. Agreed, ſince the Self-contradiction is 
abated. 

Once more, Sir, I inquire, why you wou'd 
not take notice of that ſcandalous way of man- 
gling my Words, and making ſeveral Omiſh- 
ons purely to faſten a Self- contradiction upon 
me, of which I complain'd, and convicted you, 
in my Eighth Chapter, p. 51, 52. Your Silence 
will perhaps oblige the Reader to aſſign ſuch a 
Reaſon for it, as may probably be the true one. 

And now, Sir, we'll caſt np this Reckoning 
of Self-contradiftions. You tell me, that by 
this time you are ſatisfy d the Reader will be ſenſible, 
the Contradictions, thoſe at leaſt which you really 
charg'd upon me, are my own ; and it will therefore 
lie upon me, to get clear of em, as I can, p. 20. I 
will try then. 

The Third and the Sixth you transfer to your 
Index maler; tho I have prov'd, that you your 
ſelf are anſwerable for them. The Firſt and the 
Second, you ſay, you have not charg'd upon me 
as Selt-contradictions ; tho' I have convicted you 
of the contrary trom your own Words. How- 
ever, it appears from your ſelf, that I have been 
falſly charg'd in Four of the Six Inftances. And 
as for the remaining Two, I have ſthewn, that 
One of them, vis. the Fifth, as the Charge was 
at firſt laid, was a Falſiſication of your own, 
which you have not dar d to vindicate ; and that 
what you have now invented to ſupport your 

Charge 
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Charge by a different Method, was fully anfwer'd 
and obviated in the Diſc. of Joynt. Prayer; ſo that 
your Charge is fi ill talſe and groundleſs. And 
whether the other, viz. the Fourth, did ever de- 
, ſerve the Name of à Self-contradiction, I refer 
N to the Judgment of any Perſon, that underſtands 
| what I there treat of ; by which means I do not 
n in the leaſt doubt of being abſolutely acquuted 
of every ſingle Inſtance of my pretended Selt- 
contradictions. 


ſome — in = 5 of i. — muſt tell me, 
ou deſpiſe my malicious Complaints o mam ling 

15 Jn Words, and 3 what ! {a after an 
N abominable manner. Thoſe kind of Arts yon leave to 
* WY then that need, and can be ſatisfy'd to uſe them, p. 
20. Now whether you have thus mangled my 
5 Words, and miſrepreſented what | ſay after an 
; I ominable manner, ſhall be deter min d even by 
5 rour ſelf. Turn, Sir, to your own Confeſſion, 
. 13. line 32. where you own your leauim out 

1 ene of my Words; which I take to be manglivg. 
Whether this be miſrepreſenting what ] ſay after an 
abominable manner (when by that very Omifſion 


— you made a Self. contradiction for me, as 1 have 
he already obſerv'd, Pp. 20.) and whether my Com- 
ne plants of ſuch Uſage be malicious, let any Man, 
on BM 2<pt Mr. Robinſon, determin. For a Sample of 
w. ober Inſtances, Sir, I refer you to my former 


| Letter, p. 27, 28, 46, 47, 51, 52. tho' your fn. 
0 gular Probity wou'd not give you Leave — 
juſtify or retract them. And yet you hav- vy 
mod-ſtly declar'd, that you leave thyſe kind of Arts 
to them that need, and can be ſatisfy'd to ue them. 
dat WM as! Mr. Robinſon ſcruples, nor docs he need, ſuch 
ur Deeds of Darkneſs! — At leaſt he ſays es 
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But, Quid verba andio, cum facta videam ? If your 
own Word muſt be taken in ſpight of your Adi. 
ons, doubtleſs you'll always be a very conſcien- 
tious Man ! : 


CHAP. Iv. 


Of his charging the Author with Forgery, 
Prevarication, & c. The firſt Inſtance. 


Proceed to your Charge of Forgery, Prevarica- 
tion, &c. There were Five Inftances, and I 
conſider'd them in Five diſtin& Chapters. 

The Fut relates to a Canon of the Council of 
Milevis. I had ſaid, that the Comical does not ſay, 
that the Prayers ſhou'd be either allow'd by ſome pru- 
dent Perſons, or approv'd in Council; but it ſays, 
that they ſhall be approv'd by ſome of the more pru- 
deut Perſons in a Smod , that ic, when aQuall aſ- 
ſembled together, aud met in Council; and this is 
moſt evidently the Senſe of the Canon, if the Greek 
and Latin Texts be compar d together. Brief Hiſt, 
ch. 21. 7 326. Upon this you charg'd me with 
bold Falſhood, Forgery, Lying, and palpable Preva- 
ricatiou; and you ran on for near Two Pages in 

ſuch a Strain, as I believe can hardly be match'd 
even in the moſt virulent Libels. I reply'd to 
this in the Ninth Chapter of my Letter, and re- 
torted the Guilt upon your ſelf. And yet ſo 
great 1s your Modeſty, that you perſiſt in, and 


attempt to juſtify, this very Charge! Tho! (to 
uſe your own Expreſſions, p. 34.) that you dare to 
jaſtify it, ſhews, that there is bardly any thing that 


you 


£ 


"i 
”, 


Chap. IV. Mr. B. Robinſon. 29 
you dare not do. My Defenſe therefore is as 


follows. _ | b 

In the firſt place I prov'd, Lett. p. 58. that the 
Words of the Latin Canon are fairly capable of 
my Interpretation. But you ſay, F this were 
granted, yet ſince it may alſo admit the other Senſe, 
how could I tell the World that the Council does 
not ſay, the Prayers ſhou'd either be allow d by the 
more prudent Perſons, or approv'd in Coumcil; but 
it ſays, that they ſhall le approv'd by ſome of the 
more prudent Perſons in a & nod, &c ? For hereby 
I abſolutely exclude the other Senſe , as if the 
Words of the Canon wou'd not ſo much as admit 
of it, p. 22. Now this Difficulty is eaſily ſolv'd, 
when one of your Tricks 1s laid open, by which 
you wou'd fain make me inconſiſtent with m 
ſelf. I never ſaid or thought, Sir, that the Latme 
Words in themſelves do require my Senſe, fo as not 
to admit the other; but I ſaid, This 7s moſt erũ- 
dently the Senſe of the Canon, if the Greek and Latin 
Texts be compar'd together. This you very well 
knew; for you quoted thoſe very Words from 
me, when you firſt brought the Charge; and you 
quote them again in the 21ſt Page of your Let- 
ter; but in the 22d Page you conceal them, for 
an obvious Reaſon. * 

Again, you hope, the Reader will here obſerve, 
that tho* I now plead from the Latin Text, only for 
mine as a poſſible Senſe ; yet wileſs it had been the 
neceſſary and only Senſe of the Words, my Aſſer- 
tion camiot be true; nor my Argument from this Ca- 
m valid, p. 22. But with your Leave, Sir, if 
my Senſe be but barely poftble with reſpect to 
the Latin, when conſider'd alone: yet it may be 
the neceſſary and only Senſe, when the Greek and 
Latin are compar d. And therefore my Aſſerti- 
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on may be true, and my Argument from this 
Canon valid; altho' mine be not the neceſſary 
and only Senſe, which the Latin Words, conſi- 
der'd alone, 4 red wi 

In your next Paragraph you argue, that m 
Senſe 01 the Latin Canon is not ſo much as — 
fible, znleſs we muſt ſuppoſe it paſible, that the 
Words [a prudentioribus] ſhould have no meaning 
at all belonging to em, or what is worſe than none. 
As the State of the Church then was, there was a 
great deal of Reaſon to diſtinguiſh (as Auſtin bimſelf 
had done) between the Weaker, and the more Pru- 
dent among the Clergy at large; but it is ſomewhat 
unaccbuntable, to talk of the more Prudent Perſons 
in a Synod : Beſides, that this wou d carry an im- 
decent Reflection upon ſome of their own Members, 
which ſurely they wou'd never do by a Vote of the 
whole Smod. Beſides, every one, that knows any 
thing of the Methods of proceeding among ſuch Bo- 
dies of Men, knows, that they do not uſe to deter- 
min any thing by the Fudgment of the more Prudent 
in the Hnod; but by the majority of Voices there. 
Ton Hall therefore leave it — me, to make any to- 
lerable Senſe of the Latin Canon, as I wou'd have it 
read. p. 22, 23. 

Now l verily believe, that a prudentioribus has 
a meaning, and that tis far from being worſe 
than none. I grant, that there was at that time 
(and I fear, there ever will be) a great deal of 
reaſon to diſtinguiſh between the Feaker and the 
more Prudent ot the Clergy at large; and to pre- 


vent Diſputes, I will ſuppoſe, that tis ſomewhat 


unaccountable, even tor the Reaſons given by 
your ſelf, to talk of the more Prudent Perſons 
* if thoſe more Prudent Perſons be thereby 
iſtinguiſh'd from other Members of the * 
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But is there no other way of underſtanding a 

dentioribus, and allowing it a good meaning? 
Yes, Sir; I will venture to aſſert, that in thoſe 
days ſome of the more Prudent Perſons (I do aſ- 
ſure you, I do by no means ſay, all of them) were 
Members of the Synod ; and that they are here 
diſtinguiſn'd, not from other Members of the 
lame Synod, but from the more ignorant Cler- 
zy, none of which were ſummon'd. 

And now, Sir, have you not done notable 
Feats upon this firſt Head? You don't pretend 
to ſhew (notwithſtanding my ſolemn Appeal to 
any Man that underſtands Latin, p. 59.) that 
the Latin Words may not be conſtrued in the or- 
der I placed them in ; from the poſlibility of 
which it follows, that they are fairly capable 
of my Interpretation : but, 1. You frame ſome 
Frceptions grounded upon your omiſſion of m 
erpreſs Words, the bare reſtoring of which Words 
aiſwers your Exceptions, and ſhews that you 
can't leave your beloved Pranks ; 2. You frame 
in Objection againſt the poſſibility of my Senſe, 
which deſerves only to be laugh'd at, tho in re- 
15 to Mr. Robinſon I have vouchſafed to an- 
wer It. 

In the ſecond place I had ſhewn, Lett. p. 59. 
&. that ſince the Latin Text is fairly capable of 
It, the Greek Text gives it for my Interpretation. 
Upon this I ſpent two Pages. And what have 
you reply'd ? Yon tell me, that I plead, that 
there is no disj unction at all in the Greek, p. 24. 
Very true. You ask alſo, whether their not ſo 
much as mentioning a Synod there, be plain evidence, 
that thoſe more Prudent Perſons nmſt neceſſarily be 
met in a Synod, whenever they determin'd any thin 
«bout this matter, Let the Reader conſult that 

part 
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part of my Letter, and then judge for himſelf 
is the want of a disjunction in the Greek all 
I plead ? Does that Plea fill two Pages? No; 
For-you tell me, that I do induſtriouſiy confound 
— of the Canon together ;, aud wou d perſuad: 
my Reader (without the leaſt ſhadow of Proof ) that 
the Prayers that in the fo ft Line were uuf, or 
proba: in Concilio, are the very ſame with thoſe, 
which in the latter Words of it, couvixfncar, Oc. 
and that no ot her Prayers but thoſe appointed in the 
begiming of the Canon, were to be us d. p. 27. But 
havel = this, Sir, without the leaſt ſhadow of 
proof ? It the Reader will be pleas d to peruſe 
what I have written, he will find more than a 
Shadow there, or elſe ſuch a Shadow as you 
durſt not encounter. Pray, why. did not you 
anſwer what you refer to? | | 
But though you have not anſwer'd my Argu- 
ments, by which I prov'd the contrary; yet you 
AE _ the * Fry (and the Latin of th: 
African Comal) do fully give it again e: 
for they do not ſo much as mention a wy in thi; 
part of the Canon. p. 23. Now you are ſpeaking 
of the latter part of the Canon ; and I freely al- 
low, that neither the Greek Text, nor that of the 
African Council, do ſo inuch as mention a Synod, 
in the latter paits of them. But does not the 
Latin Text of the Council of Mzlevis mention a 
Synod in the latter part of it ? And why do you 
omit the Council of Milevis, upon which Mr. 
Clarkſon and I argued > Why, becauſe you /af- 
pe it, as you did alſo before. But did you reed 
it? No; For you your ſelf argued from it. 
But what is this to me, or to the Niſpute in hand? 
If neither the Greek Codex, nor the African Coun- 
cil, nor even the Milevitau Canon, made ment! 


ON 
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on of a Synod in their reſpective latter parts 3 


my Argument is never the worſe. For I never 
confin'd my felt to the latter part of the Canon, 
but expreſly argued from the former, as well as 
the latter part of it; as you very well know. 
And ſince the former part mentions a Synod ex- 
preſly, how _— it _— — the — Text 
wes it againſt my Se auſe the latter 
b it does not menti 1 800 ? oY 
Thus then it appears, that you have done as 
notable Feats upon Head, as you did upon 
the former, You have not only not anſwered 
my Argument to ſhew that the Collation of the 
Texts proves my Interpretation to be right : but 
you have endevor'd to ſhew, that the Greek Text 
gives it on your ſide, by an Argument which is 
as much to the purpoſe, as if you had faid no- 
thing. For you argue only from the latter part 
of the Canon ; whereas the former part deſtroys 
the very Ground of your Argument by mention- 
ing a Synod exprefly. | 
And yet you are pleas'd to ask me very demure- 
h the following Queſtions ; viz. How I could al- 
bw my ſelf to ſay, that none have any Liberty allow'd 
them by this Canon to uſe any Prayers, but what were 
allow d by the more prudent Perſons im a Synod ; that 
is, when actually aſſembled together, and met in Com- 
al? And bow I conld have the Face to refer to the 
Greek Text as Evidence of this ? . 23, 24. Tru- 
ly, Sir, I muſt anſwer both theſe Queſtions by 
asking your ſelf, how you could have the Face 
to put them to me? Had you even pretended to 
wer what I ſaid to eftabliſh my Interpretati- 
on, particularly from the Greek Text; you had 
been excuſable : but your asking me, how I 
could bave the Face to 5 what I have full 


prov' 


ty ent 


34 A ſecond Letter to Chap. Iv. 
' prov'd, and what you have not even pretended 


to anſwer; is an Argument, that you have a 
Face indeed, and of a very peculiar: Make. But 


ſtill (to uſe your own Phraſe) how cou'd you have 
it? How was it pothble for you to obtain ſuch - 


a ſteddy and ſerviceable Conntenance ? 

Tou fay indeed, that the Canon does moſt evi- 
dently. conſiſt of two Parts : the former does relate to 
certain particular Forms, which. were approv'd in 
Council, and univerſally injaohn de the latter (to which 
you had reſpect in thoſe Words of yours with which 1 
am here quarrellivg ) does e pr y refer to other Pray- 
ers, aud ( according to the Greek Codex) forbids 
the publick Uſe of all other Prayers that were contra- 
vy to the Analogy of Faith, but does allow of any others 
whatſoever that were compos'd or reuis d by the more 
prudent Brethren, p. 26. And again you ſay, Eve- 
ry one will ſee (whether I do or not) that it natural. 
ly falls into Two Parts, as widely differing from each 


other, as you have repreſented em to the World, p.27. 


You'll excuſe me, Sir, if I don't believe every 


thing to be evidently ſuch, as you declare it, and 
repteſent it to the World. For my own part, 
I think the Matter now under Conſideration to 


be evidently otherwiſe. And till you are pleas'd 
to anſwer what I have already offer'd to prove 
that tis evidently otherwiſe, I ſhall take Leave to 
continne of the ſame Opinion. And I am per- 
ſuaded, I ſhall have the Reader's Concurrence, 
if he'l] be pleas'd to view the Greek and Latin 


Texts, and conſider. what I have written upon 


them 


80 that my Interpretation ſtands firm ; and 
V muſt, till I ſee Reaſon to alter my Sentiments, 
— in aſſerting, that this Canon allows of no 


Prayers, but what are approv d by the more pru- 
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dent Perſons, when met in a Council; and that 
the Greek Text determins the Point, and gives it 
for this Interpretation. as 4 

But ſay you, What mean yon, Sir, to go on at 


this rate? Have you no Senſe of Shame left? p. "EF 


Yes truly; I hope, a great and juſt one; and I 
wiſh your ſelf the ſame. For I receive great 
Comfort by it. It has made me cautious ; and 
elfectually prevented my Imitation of your way 
of writing. And really, Sir, I will always go 
on at this rate, That is, I will judge of Things 
as well as T can, and ſpeak my Mind honeſtly 
concerning them; nor will I be hector'd out of 
any one true Propoſition by the boldeſt Scribler 
in Chriſtendom z and tho I am for this very 
Reaſon traduc'd in the moſt opprobrious Lan- 
erage, I will learn Patience by my Misfortunes, 
and pray for the Authors of them. 

You farther ask, whether go on at this rate, 
becauſe I really expect, my Readers will intirely de- 
pend upon my Veracity and Integrity? No truly; 
for | wou'd have every Body make Inquiry. You 
add, that if any ſhou'd be weak enough to taks my 
Word, you are not out of hopes, that ſome (at leaſt ) 
vill be willing to ſee with their own Eyes : and that 
is all you deſire of them, before they give Judgment 
in the Point here between us. To this I heartily 
ſubſcribe. *Tis the very thing I wiſh. 

Well then; by juſtifying my Interpretation 
of the Canon, I have moſt effectually _ 'd my 
ſelf from the Crimes of bold Falſbood, Forgery, 
Lying, and palpable Prevarication. The Truth is 
it my Interpretation had been wrong; had [ had 
no Reaſon to appeal to the Collation of the Texts; 
nay, had I been ſo far miſtaken, as to judge the 
Texts favorable to me, _ when 1n reality they 
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N made againſt me; yet ſurely I might have err; 7 
= without the amputation of ſo many black 
1 Crimes. For every weak, ignorant, or incon! © 
3 ſiderate Man is not an arrant Villain. But 1 
= bleſs God, I do not at preſent need this Plea, Mb 


I proceed now to demonſtrate your own Guil 
_ with reſpe& to this very Canon, for which yo 
1 have ſo barbarouſly flander'd me. I told you 
. that you were caught tardy; and I was indeec 
3 very ſerious, when I ſaid, You'd to God you hat 

given me uo greater Cauſe to charge you with ſu 
Grimes, than I have given you to charge me witl 
them, Lett. p. 63. But ſay you; hy, what's i 
= matter, Sir ? What Cauſe have I given you any wher 
= iu the at, to inſmuate a Charge of this nature a 
4 Fgainſ me? Or indeed what Temptation cou d I poſi 
bly be under to do ſuch a thig ? I that lay no Stre 
at all upon the Practice of the Ancients, further th 
they haue Serzpture- Authority for what they do: 
who had ſo freely declar d bow very little I value ti 
Aut bority either of Fathers or Coimcils; what ſhox 
poſibly tempt me knowingly to conceal the true, or | 
le a Senſe of thr Words ? I will not |, 
thut tit ampoſſible I b miſtake their meanny 
1 Þut.as I then did, ſo I Hill think, that I am the mu 
_ - kikely to find out their true Senſe, becauſe under 1 
4 Temptation (as Mr. Bennet plainly 1s ) to force 
own Senſe upon em, p. 25. Alas, Sir, tis in vai 
to make Pretenſes. TwWere eaſy to aſſign wha 
— — you might be under. However, 
vou ſinn'd without any Temptation, your-S$i 
is the more inexcuſable. Tis the Matter of Fad 
chat I inſiſi upon, and charge you with. The 
Circumſtances and Aggravations I leave to Got 
- and your own Conſcience. 
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Now the Matter of Fact ſtands thus. Þ had 
fd; This is moſt evidently the Senſe of the Canon, 
if the Greek and Latin Texts be compar'd tegetber. 
Brief Hiſt. p. 326. Upon this you charge me 
with Forgery, &c. And how do you prove the 
charge? Why you fay, that the Latin Fext men- 
tions them di j uuctiveh, and gives Liberty to maſe 


you . % 
oe of ſuch Prayers as were either compos'd by the 
* . prudent Brethren, or approv d in a Smod : and 
tb: Greek Codex is fo far from lmiting em expreſly, 
„erbat bas been approv'd in a Synod, that it does 
; Woh maks the Approbation of the more prudent Bre. 


then neceſſary, and does not ſo much as mention that 
fey Hod. [ave dime Nd. awd 7 waere 
mixInoas, An x hic] Review, p. 323. Now all 


* Wieſe Particulars have been already confider'd. 
"Witpreſent therefore I ſhall meddle with that on- 


h, which reſpects the Greek Codex, upon the Ac- 
wunt of which I retorted the Guilt upon your 


* rf, My Words were theſe. 
„ar really, Sir, what you ſay about the Greek 
t [ext amazes me. Flow can you bear the World in 


nd, that the Greek Codex does not limit them ex- 
wely to what bas been approv'd in a Synod ? Does 
wt APN os 75 Ewrdp in the very firſt Line 
wke this expreſs Limitation ? The Greek Codex 
peaks of the ſame Prayers, when it fpeaks of thoſe 
hall bet vere wax ara, and thoſe that TwiixIncas am" 
ieh. And are not thoſe injoyr'd, and all 
Sin chert forbid by this Canon? Again, How can you 
., that the Greek Codex doex not ſa much as 
nion the Approbation of any Synod £ And ham can 
jou offer to grove it by adding theſe Words , dd 
drnte * To]s 4 7 gui * no d, xUð d op* 
I ſay, He con d you do this * Does not naxu- 
Now's & 75 Zwids * the contrary? Have 
3 not 
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not you your ſelf printed the Canon with theſe Wordt 
in it in your 327th Page? Does not the Canon mcu- 
tion the Approbation of a Symod ® Thoſe Greek 
Words indeed, which you have quoted do not menti. 
on a Synod's Approbution; nor do they mention ſo 
much as the Approbation of the more prudent Bre. 
thren; tho you quoted them for that purpoſe, and 
 plamily underſtood them to mean ſo; as if «wiybicw 
had ni fy d approv d. Whereas Tux Ing ar gui fes 
have been collected. Aud certainly Collecting and 
Approbation are very different Things. But the fit 
Line of the Canon (which you have printed in jour 
327th Page, tho you have omitted it here, and al. 
Ae thoſe Words ouly, which are nothing to the pre- 
ſent Purpoſe ) mentions and requires the Approbation 
of a Synod ſo plainly, that I wonder how you dw 
deny it. Lett. p. 62, 63. 246645 
In theſe Words you are charg d with Twe 
Things. Firſt, with denying that the Greek Co 
dex does limit them expreſly to ſuch Prayers at 
were approv'd in a Synod. In anſwer to this 
Erſt, you ask, where we ſhall find all others forbil 
D. 26. Be pleas'd, Sir, to conſult my Letter, ch. 9 
p. 59, 60, 61. Then you appeal to all the World 
whether ever you did here or elſewhere deny that this 
Council had limited em expreſly to any Forms : nay 
you had expreſiy own'd , thet they did (among oth: 
Things ) agree to draw up a few Forms of Prayn 
wider diverſe Heads : and that theſe Forms, bein 
firſt read and approv'd of in the Council, were aj 
Pointed to be us d by all, p. 26. Now I grant, that 
— did ſay, what you quote from your felt 
ut then you contended, that the Greek Codex 
allows the Uſe of other Forms alſo, which wert 
approv'd by the more prudent Brethren, tho' no 


aſſembled in Council. And this you now ol 
end 


* . * * * 
330 * 
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— tend for, in thoſe Words which I have already 
Gor oted from you, p. 24. Whereas the Greek Text / 
Sreck bes in my Opinion ſo evidently declare the con- 
— tary, and limit and confine them to thoſe Pray- 
er. es only, which were approv'd and injoyn'd by. 
1 the 8 od, that as I then was, fo I am ſtill, 2 
| by maz'd at your denying it. Nay, I am now 
> 2 much more amaz'd at it than before; becauſe I 


duc ay ; - Rn ; 

* have argu'd (I think) with undeniable Strength 

* upon that Matter, and you ſtill perſiſt in your 
Opinion. | 

"HAY Bur be that as it will; what I charg'd moſt par- 

f 7 al. ticularly and fully upon you, -and which de- 


monſtrates your Gilt in this Particular, was 
your denying that the Greeł Codex does ſo much 
238 mention the Approbation of any Synod; 
whereas the very firſt Line of the Greek Text of 
the Canon convicts you of a moſt notorious 
Falſhood in this Particular, which your own 
Eyes cannot but bear Witneſs of. 

And how do Fou excuſe your ſelf? Why, you 
pretend, that you never ſaid, that the Approbation 
of a Symod was not made neceſſary to any Prayers at 
al : but only, that it was not ſo to every Prayer they 
vere at any time to uſe in publick, p. 26. And then 
you have the Grace to ſubjoin theſe Words; For 
Shame, Mr. Bennet, go no farther : Can any good 
Cauſe need ſuch ſorry Shifts as theſe * Now, Sir, 
Mr. Bemet owns, that no good Cauſe can need 
ſorry Shifts ; and why then does Mr. Robinſon uſe 
them? But whereas you bid me go no farther 
for Shame; be pleas'd to underſtand, that I will 
go ſomething farther to ſhame Jou; and if I do 
not effect it, I'll take Shame to my ſelf. : 

You plead, that you never ſaid, that the Ap- 


probation of the Synod was not made neceſſary 
D 4 to 


e pre- 
bation 
dur 7 


th 
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ſo to every Prayer the 


in public. Now whether this Propoſition be not 
Conſequence of that which I charg d 
you with, let others judge. I ſhou'd think, ] 
confeſs, that if the Greek Codex does not ſo much 
as mention the Approbation of any Synod 
(which is what I charge you with ſaying) then 
the Greek Codex does not make the Approbation 
of any Synod neceſſary to any Prayers at all, 
And I believe, all Mankind will be of the ſame 
Opinion. But let that paſs. The Propoſition I 

d you with, is this; The Greek Codex does 
not ſo much as mention the 


nod. And to demonſtra 


the neceſſ⸗ 


tain this Propoſition, I 
your Review, and this 


Columns ; that the World may judge, whether 
the one be contain'd in the other. 


The Words of your 
Review are theſe, 


Pp T _ Codex 3s 
o far from limiting em 
exprefly to what bas been 
approv'd in a Smod,, that 
it does only make the Ap- 
probation of the more pru- 
dent Brethren neceſſary , 
and does not ſo much as 


mention that of any Synod, 
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to any Prayers at all: but only, that it was not 


2 
h * 


were at any time to uſe 


Approbation of am $- 
te, that you do main- 
will place the Words of 


Propoſition, in oppoſite 


The Propoſition I 
charge you with, is this. 


TheGreek Codex does 


not ſo much as ment ion 
the Approbatzon of any 
Hnod. 


P · 323. 


Let us therefore ſee, whether the Greet Codex 
(fince you are pleas d to deny it) does mention 


th e 


. 


t 
d 
I 
h 
d 
n 
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N A tion of a Synod, or no. Now the 
y firſt Line of it ſpeaks.of the Prayers, that 
rA os 75 Zinidp. And this you know 
» be true. Wherefore the Greek Codex undoubt- 
iy does mention the Approbation of a 8 
And can you now excuſe your ſelf? Truly you 
fer at it by pretending, that you ſpake of the 
ter part of the Canon. And here it is, you ay, 
ut you did and ſtill do contend, that there is not ſo 
xb as mention made of any Synod and if I can 
ud it in this part of the Canon; yon I be content I 
ud charge you with bold Falſhood, Forgery, Pre- 
cation, or what I pleaſe, p. 26, 27. 
Well, Mr. Robinſon ; this Matter is at laſt 
weht to a ſhort Iſſue. If your Words do im- 
lr, that the whole Canon did not mention the 4 
wation of a Synod; then you are guilty of the 
mble Falſhood above-mention'd : but if your 
ords do imply no more, than that the — 
it of the Canon did not mention it; then (tho I 
we ſhewn, that both parts of the Canon relate 
) the very ſame Prayers) I am willing to acquit 
au. And in the Deciſion of this Point I will be 
uded by your own Words. | 
[ had ſaid, This is moſt evidently the Senſe of the 
wn, if the Greek and Latin Texts be compar'd 
ther, Brief Hiſt. p. 326. Upon this your 
urge is grounded; to ſupport which you ſay, 
it the Greek Codex does not ſo much as mention 
e Approbation of any Synod, Review; p. 323. Now 
s manifeſt, that I was ſpeaking ot the Canon 
general, even the whole Canon; and that 1 
u d from the former, as well as the latter part 
t; and particularly with reſpe& to the Greek 
&x, concerning which we now diſpute, I - 
preuy 
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D of the Words of the very fu 
ine of it, p. 327. in which I continue that vi 
Difeourſe, upon part of which this very Chart 
is founded, and which began at p. 325. A 
whereas Mr. Clartſon argu'd from the latter pa 
of the Latin Canon, I anſwer d him by ſhewi 
the Senſe of the whole Canon, by comparing o 
thing with another, and particularly by comp 
ring the former part of the Words of the Gr: 
Codex (which are the very Words now in diſpu 
and which you now labor to exclude) with t 
latter part of the Latin Canon, from whence 
had argue. FWD 0 
What then cou'd your Words import, wh 
you ſaid, in Oppoſition to ne, that the Gr. 
Codex does not fo much as mention the Approt 
tion of any Sy nod? Did you in any part of ye 
Book expreſly-Ekmit your ſelf to the latter part 
the Canon? And did you not ſpeak in Cont! 
diction to ne? And how cou'd your Words co 
tradlict me, if you ſpake only of the latter p 
of the Canon, when I manifeſtly ſpake of 
whole,  partievlavly and expreſly of the for 
part of the Greek Words? Since you ſpake ing 
neral, without any Limitation to the latter pa 
againſt a Perfon, that moſt evidently ſpake « 
and argu'd from, the whole Canon, particular 
the former part of the Greek Codex; therefe 
your Words, as well as mine, muſt neceſſarily 
underftood of the whole Canon, and particular 
of the former part of that in the Greek Cod: 
which is the very part you wou'd now exclude. 
Beſides, how cou'd you argue, that I was gui 
ty of Forgery, &c. becauſe the latter part of t 
Canon did not mention ſuch a thing? If a 
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be accus'd of Forgery, &c. becauſe he pretends 
ſomething that is not in the Canon; common 
Senſe tels us, that the Reaſon muſt be, becauſe 
tis not at all in the Canon; and not, becauſe tis 
not in one part of it. For ſurely its being at all 
in the Canon, eſpecially in that very part which 
he had expreſly quoted in the Sequel of the Diſ- 
courſe, excuſes a Man from Forgery, who expre- 
ſly refers to the whol? Canon, as I then did. And 
I appeal to any Perſon in the World, that reads 
your Words, whether he did not think himſelf 
oblig'd to underſtand them ſo, as that in the whole 
Canon there was no mention made of the Appro- 
bation of a Synod. | 
But now, becauſe your Charge of Forgery, &c. 
is prov'd to be nothing but an Invention of your 
own Brain, you wou'd fain come off by ſaying, 
that truly you meant the latter part of the Canon. 
You expreſs'd your ſelf fo, that no Man cou'd 
underſtand you otherwiſe than of the whole, par- 
ticularly of the former part of the Greek Text; 
and you endevor'd to perſuade the World, that 
I was guilty of Forgery, and God knows what, 
for ſaying what no part of the Canon wou'd war- 
rant: and when you are detected, you have a 
truſty meaning forſooth, to help you out of the 
Briars. Tho' you ſpake of the whbole, yet you 
meant only the half ; and particularly that half, 
that is leaſt to the Purpoſe. | 7 
You'll tell me perhaps, that you quoted the $1; 
latter part of the Greek Text, and thereby ſhew'd, | F 
that you meant but a part only. Now, Sir, 1 * N 
have already ſhewn, that thoſe Words you quo- | | } 
ted, ſpeak of nothing but the Collection of the 7 
Prayers; which is very different from the Appro- | 
_ bation or Iujunction of them. But however, the | 


Quo- 
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Quotation of them does not confine your Words, 
which not only were as general as twas pothble, 
and without the leaft Limitation ; but alſo di- 
rected and intended as a Contradiction to what 
I had ſaid with reſpect to the whole Canon, parti- 
cularly the former part of it. Your quoting on- 
ly a part of the Canon ſhews indeed your Weak- 
neſs, if you thereby intended to argue from a 
part to the whole; as if what | pretended, cou d 
not be in the Canon, becauſe twas not in that 
part of it which you quoted: but it will never 
prove, that what you manifeſtly ſpake of the 
whole Canon, ought to be, or cou'd juſtly be, 
confin'd to a part of it, and particularly exclude 
that part, which | had particularly infiſted on. 
erefore, meam what you will, you muſt be 
judg'd by your Words; which, | perceive, are 
quite contrary to your meaning. And let me tell 
you, that a pretended meaning, quite contrary to 
your Words (and which was never intimated or 
rd of, till you had a Turn to ferve by it) will 
not excuſe you from wilful Calumny, either in 
the Opinion of Men at preſent, or when you 
ſtand at God's Tribunal. | 
Here, Sir, I muſt intreat the Reader's Pardon 
for being ſo prolix upon this Head. Your re- 
markable Endevors to palliate what you have 
written againſt me about this Canon (which you 
are not ſo juſt as to retract, and which you are 
heartily unwilling to bear the Diſgrace of) oblig'd 
me, whatever Paper it coſt me, to place this a- 
bominable Particular in a true Light, and ex- 
= you for it to that Cenſure, which you juſtly 
eſerve. 


CHAP. 
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CHAP. v. 
Of the other Iuſtancer of Forgery, G c. 


H E Second Inſtarice, treated of in my Tenth 
Chapter, relates to the Word π . Of this 

you are pleas'd to ſay, that ſuce tis neither charg'd 
upon me as Prevarication, Forgery, nor bold 
Falſhood, in the Book or Index, yon Hall wave it, 
till I give you occaſion to conſider el the digument 
you have drawn from that Paſſage of Chryſoſtom, 
P. 27. Now this Yretenſe is notoriouſly falſe. 
For in the very Book it ſelf, you accuſe me, up- 
on the Account of the Tranſlation of that Word, 
with practiſing an At, which no one ſurely can floop 
to make aſe of, who does not firſt diſtruſt the Good- 
neſs of bis Cauſe, Review, p. 285. And can this 
mean any thing leſs than Prevarication © So thar 
if | had my ſelf, without any other Grounds, 
given it the Name of Prevarication; l had only 
call'd it, what you repreſented it. The only Dit- 
ference wou'd have been, that I ſhou'd have ex- 
preſs'd that in ove Word, which you expreſs'd 
by many. Beſides, as | have already obſerv'd, 
P. 17. you ſay, p. 67. that I charg'd Mr. Clarkſon 
with egregious Prevarication. But why? Even be- 
cauſe, tho' that Expreſſion is not us d, yet what 
I ſaid of him, does in your Opinion amount to 
ſo much. And conſequently, by your own 
way of arguing, Prevarication 1s in this very In- 
ſtance undoubtedly charg'd upon me in your 
Book. Nay farther, you manifeſtly charge me 
with repreſenting St. Chr yſoſtom biowimh and with 
Defign , which is (as you expreſly declare, Lett. 
p. 7.) what jou mean, when you ſoy, I have prevart- 


cated. 


©» 


2 2 . - _ * = 7 ** I FA v Fw _- * TP - * 7 | I | CY th 
ls... tabs N ets. LES ©, "IR 
* : = * n . 0 1 FL 0 1 1 1 "ITT » 4 
- N - 4 1 1 Ly 4 LL Pr. 4 \ 
7 "Ly on 4 i 2: * * 'Y 1 4 ? 7 . 
| ng * * | : 1 N 
- 


— 


46 A fecond Letter to Chap. V. 


cated. But this is not all. For your Idex gives 
it that very Name of Prevarication. Pray, Sir, 
fee the firſt Page of the third Leaf of your Index, 
Lines 9, 10, 11. where vou'll find theſe Words. 
He miſtranſlates Chry ſoſtom the better to ſerve 
bis own Purpoſe, 285. Other IiRances of his pre- 
varication, 287, &c. | 
Now it thoſe Inſtances, p. 287, c. be other 
Inſtances of my Prevarication ; then my miſtran- 
| flating #x@ in St. Chryſoffom, which is the very 
thing charg'd upon me, p. 285. is an Inſtance of 
Prevantcation, and is expreſly call'd fo in your 
Trdex. How then was it poſlible for you to ſav, 
that that Inſtance is not charg'd upon me as Pre- 
 vartcation either in the Book or Index? 
Your pretending to wave that Inſtance for the 
ent, becauſe it is not ſo charg'd, ſhews your 
aft. The true Reaſon is, becauſe | had made 
your Malice and ignorance appear equally great 
and inexcuſable, by appealivg to the common 
Lexicens, This you durſt not touch upon; and 
therefore did prudently to wave it. 
The Third nſtance, treated of in my Eleventh 
Chapter, relates to the Advice given by St. Chry- 
foftom to his Auditory. And here you pretend, 
that you did not, tho' your Index did, expreſly call 
it Prevarication, p. 28. But | have already ſhewn, 
that you muſt anſwer for your [1dzx. Beſides, 
pray conſider vour own Words. I had ſaid, that 
St. Chryſoftom ſpake of the Church Prayers. To 
this vou reply ; That theſe Prayers, of which Chro- 
foſtom ſpeaks, were the publick Church Prayers, is 
only what My. Bennet happen d to dream; and 1 
dare not be ſo micharitable as to think, that he was 
fully awake, when he wrote it in his Book. For had 
bis Eyes been wide open, we muſt conclude, that he 
herein prevaricated to tbe laſt degree : ſo, as neither 
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any good Cauſe can need, nor à bad one deſerve, Re- 
view, p. 286, 287. I appeal to your own Con- 
ſcience, which part of this Dilemma the Reader 
wou'd naturally underſtand to be your meaning. 
Your'pretending, that I only dreamt it, and that 
you dare not be ſo wicharitable, as to think that I was 
fully awake when I wrote it, are mere Sarcaſms ; 
which muſt conſequently be underſtood: to mean 
ſomething quite contrary to the Sound of the 
Words. So that Prevarication was manifeſtly laid 
to my Charge; and tho you did not expreſly de- 
termin the Charge, yet your Words neceflarily 
left that Impreſſion upon the Reader. For you 
poſitively aſſert, that if my Eyes were wide open 
(which every Reader will take the Liberty of 
ſuppoſing that you your ſelf believ'd) it mnft be 
concluded, that I prevaricated to the laſt degree. 
This therefore was a fly Trick of Mr. Robinſon. 
He did not charge it expreſly : but he charg'd it 
ſo, that no Body cou'd be ignorant of his charg- 
ing it. | | 

And why did you charge me at all with, ei- 
ther being half afleep, or prevaricating to the 
laſt degree ? Even becauſe I knew, that the Ancient 


to whom I referr'd, is ſo far from ſpeaking of Pray- 


ers in the Church, that what he ſays both here, and 


in the Context, ts not ſo much as conſiſtent with the 
publick Prayers, Review, p. 287. and then you 
filld Two Pages with Reaſons, to prove that 
St. Chryſoſtom ſpake of ſolitary Prayers. All thoſe 
Reaſons I fully anſwer d, and in fo doing 1lſhew'd 
your groſs Ignorance of the Greek Tongue. Nor 
have you undertaken to excuſe your Ignorance , 
or ratify your Reaſons, or to maintain that they 


do really prove, what you had the Face to ſay, 
T knew to be true. So that I am throughly vin- 
dicated from the Charge of Prevarication 1 this 

Arti- 
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Particular; and you are convicted of a nototi- 
ous Falſhood in aſſerting, that 7 knew, St. Chry. 
ſoſtom ſpake of ſolitary Prayers; and that what he 
ſaid, both in the controverted Paſſage, and in the 
Context, was not ſo much as conſiflent with the 
Church Prayers. 

You tell me, tis true, that it did, and flill does, 
appear plain to you (various ways) that St. Chry. 
Rom here bad an Eye to their ſolitary Prayer, 
p. 28. Why then do you not make it appear 
plain to others? Have you any freſh Reaſons ? 
Or why do you not ſupport your former Ones ? 
One wou'd think, I had ſo much expos'd your 
former Reaſons , that if you durſt rally them, 
what I ſaid, was ſufficient to provoke you 
fo it. 

You tell me again, that I grant, that ſom: 
things, which St. Chryſoſtom here ſays touching 
Prayer, do platnly relate to ſolitary Prayer. But 
do | really grant this, Mr. Robiuſon ? — What! 
— ſome things which he here ſays? even in 
this controverted Paſſage * — No, Sir; But | 
find, you will be at your old Sport. I expreſ] 
declared the contrary. My Words are chel. 
What St. Chryſoſtom fays, both in the Paſſage l 
bad quoted, and alſo in the Context, is not only con. 
fiſtent with public Prayers, but what we cannot fairh 
interpret of other Prayers. And this I hope to make 
you ſenſible of, Lett. p. 69. I granted indeed, 
Lett. p. 73. that ſome of thoſe things which 8. 
Chryſoftem had ſpoken before, do relate to ſolita- 
ry Prayer; but they are none of thoſe Things 
which be ſpeaks bere, viz. in this controverted 
Vaſlage. For I immediately add, that Sr. Chry- 
ſoſtom begins at Line 25. to draw a remarkable Ir. 
fereure, in the Proſecution of which he ſj ends > 
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Remainder of his Sermon. And I hope I need not 
tell you, that the Paſſage I argu d from, is con- 
ſiderably after the 25th Line. 

All that follows upon this Head, is a preten- 
ded Anſwer to thoſe Arguments, by which I 
prov'd in my Letter, that St. Chr. ſoſtom ſnake of 
Church - Prayers. Now if thoſe Arguments of 
were really inconcluſive; yet ſince your own 
Arguments, to prove that he ſpake of ſolitary 
or private Prayers, were ſuch ſorry Trifles, as 
you are now moſt juſtly aſham'd of, and dare 
not ſupport, or even mention; 'tis plain, that 
St. Chr; ſaſtom's Words do not neceſſarily relate to 
either ſolitary or Church-Prayers, but may fair- 
ly be underſtood either way; and conſequently 
a Man can't be charg'd with Prevarication, if he 
chuſes that Interpretation, which he is moſt in- 
clin'd to. And this, if I cou'd not evince the 
Truth of my Opinion, 1s an abundant Vindica- 
tion of my Integrity, and wipes off that foul 
Aſperſion, which not only your I1dex-maker, but 

our ſelf ( tho? you have the Face to deny it ) 
— daub'd me with. f 

But, Sir, I ſhall take Leave to add a few Words 
touching thoſe Arguments. As for the former 
of them, drawn from St. Chryſoftom's calling the 
Prayers he ſpeaks of, rerouugwiway ivxas, you have 
blunder'd fo groſly about it, that 1 frankly own, 
I can't ſet you right, without printing a great 
Quantity of the Greek Text of that Excellent Fa- 
ther, and ſhewing the Inconſiſtency and Abſur- 
dity of what you have ſaid, by giving a full Ac- 
count of the Context. This my intended Bre- 
vity will not allow me to do at preſent z and 


therefore I muſt reſerve it for my om De- 
tenſe. However, | moſt 2 y ſubmit — 
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Reaſonings to any Perſon, that underſtands the 
Original of St. Chrſoftom. But as for you , 
Sir, who (to return your own Complement to 
my ſelf upon another Occaſion, p. 9.) are ſo fu. 
pidly ignorant in Things of this vature, that you 
were not able to conſtrue thoſe plain Words d 
nd]; S,, even though in this ver place 
they are oppos” to 4 rio vαεαhHrNα (fee Lett. 
70, 71, 72.) I do no more expect, that you 
ou'd paſs a true Judgment upon this Paſlage 
of St. Chryſoffom ;, thin I wou'd expect, that a 
Boy who is gotten no farther than Sententia Pue- 
riles, ſhou'd make a true Judgment of the niceſt 
Lines of Horace. 
As for my latter Argument, which was drawn 
from the Word «Tia (the Omiflicn of which, 
by the way, was obſerv'd in the Errata of the 
Firſt Edition of the Brief Hiffory, and corrected 
in the Second, not withſtanding the Curioſity of 
your Remark) you ſay, Ion camot ſee, where the 
force of it lies. Tis true, be ſays they went away: 
but does he ſay, that they went away from the 
Church? Or may net this be ſard when a Man hay 
ended his ſecret Devotions, and leaves his Cloſet, as 
well as when he gocs fiom Chmch? p. 20 Now 
this is exactly like Mr. Robiſon. He cannot ſee 
the Force of the Argument! For none are fo 
blind as thoſe that won't ſee. But (what is much 
worſe ; tho? 'tis in vain to compl4in of it) nets 
ther can the Reader ſe the leaſt Glimpſe of it 
in Mr. Robinſon's Papers; tho' it he Il be pleas d 
to conſult my 8 75, 76, 77. he will ſoon 
be ſenfibke, that Mr. Robiſon can ide, what he 
dares not attempt to anſwer; and that the Ex- 
ception he kes, was very particularly confu- 
ted before tas made. 

Perhaps 
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Perhaps I wou'd have endevor'd to cure this 
affected Blindneſs of yours, by tranſcribing thoſe 
Words of mine into theſe Papers; had I not been 
already told, that i, I did not now and then quote 
very liberally from my ſelf, I cou'd hardly ſwell my 
Books to their preſent Size : and then it may be, the 
Copies won d not be altogether ſo benrfictal to me, 
p. 34. A Reflection too ſcandalouſly baſe to pro- 
ceed from the Pen of any the meaneſt Scribler, 
that is not either ſordid enough to deſerve it, or 
wicked enough to make ſuch Quotations neceſſa- 


ry. As for my ſelf, Sir, your own Conſcience 


can't but bear witneſs, that I was abſolutely 
forc'd to do what you reproach me for, that I 
might diſcover to the World your great Profici- 
ency in thoſe black Arts, which no Man (that 
I know of ) ever practis'd to the ſame degree 
with your ſelf. 

The Fourth Inſtance, treated of in my Twelfth 
Chapter, relates to the Prayer which the Initiated 
knew. You tell me, that "tis the Index, and not 
the Book, that charges me expreſly with Prevaricati- 
on, P. 30. Beit ſo. For the Faults of your Hu- 
dex are your own , as I have already prov'd. But 
was I juſtly charg'd by the Index? No; for you 
your ſelf dare not ſay it; tho' you confeſs, yon 
did greatly ſuſpect ſomewhat here, that was not over 
fair, And why ſo? Even becauſe you thought, 
that the Prayer which the bntiated knew, was the 
Lord's-Prayer; and you quoted ſome Paſſages of 
St. Chryſoftom and Theodorit, which in your Opi- 
nion wou'd have clear'd the Matter, and the 
Omifon of which, you ſay, you did, and ſtill do 
think, has too good Appearance with it, p. 31. Now 
in the Letter aforeſaid I have given a particular 
Anſwer to all this; and ſhewn, that thoſe Pafla- 
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ker of St. Chipſoſtom and Theodorit are wholly fo. 

re ign to the Matter under debate; becauſe the 
Prayer which the Initiated knew, con'd not be the 
Lord's Prayer; ſince the Catechumens alſo knew the 
Lord's-Prayer, nor was it ever conceal'd from 
them, tho the Diſcipline of thoſe Days did not 
permit them to uſe it. On the other hand, you 
repeat your Opinion, and your Arguments ſor 
it (that you might app-ar to ſay ſomething) and 
yet you have not offer'd one forgle Syllable againſt 
my Confutation of them. This Omiſion, Sir, to 
borrow your own Expreſſion, has no good Appear- 
ance with it. 


The Fifth Inftance, treated of in my Thir- | 
teenth Chapter, relates to a certain Demonſtra- | 
tion of mine, which was built upon Four Prin- ſ 
ciples. You tell me now, as you did before, 
that thoſe Principles are weak and precarious, 1 
and that I have not attempted to prove them ; 
true, p. 24, 25. But you forgot that I had ex- 1 


preſly ſaid, Whether theſe Four Principles are true p 
or no, 3s not the preſent Duefliom., I think, I have þ 
fairly prov'd them, and you think otherwiſe , but the þ 
Reader will think for himſelf. Nhat I aſſert at pre- 4 
ſent, is, that upon Suppoſition that theſe Four Prin- p 
ciples are true, the ene Paragraph contains a A 
Demonſtration, that there never were any joint ex- th 
tempore Prayers, from the Time of our Lord's Re- F 
ſurrection to the Tear of our Lord 200. Lett. p. 91. 7 
And as for what you add, from the middle of or 
the 36th Page to the End of what you have fo 
written upon this Point, p. 38. There is not one ci 
Syllable in it, but what I Have already fully vi 
confuted in the 13th Chapter of my Letter; as Dh 
the Reader will ſoon be convinc'd, it he com- 110 
pares the one with the other. ir 1 
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Nothing therefore remains, but the Terms of 
your Charge, viz. thin Sophiſtry mix'd with mere 
 Forzery, Review, p. 114. And you are at a Loſs, 
you ſay, to know, where the ſo great Severity of this 
Charge is to be fond, Lett. p. 32. Now for my 
part, I am ſtil] of Opinion, that Forgery, Pre- 
varication, &c. are a black Charge; that they are 
baſe and odious Crimes; that they are Demoyſtrati- 
ons of a profligate Conſcience , and that a Veiter 
that dares be guilty of them, deſerves to be Pillory'd, 
and that they neceſſarily imply a deliberate Malice, 
and a ſetled Reſolution to oppoſe God's Truth as | ſaid 
in my former,p. 151,152. And therefore I cannot 
but think, that if I ſhou'd abate the thin Sophiſtiy, 
the Charge of mere Forgery alone is abundantly 
ſevere. | | 

But you very demurely reply in the following 
Words. I can aſſure you, I bad no ſuch meaning 
in it. That Charge of Forgecy, you may obſerve, 
does not relate to any T-flimonits, or Ductations, 
produc'd, or pretended to be produc'd, from others; 
tut to certam Propofittons, or Principles, which you 

bad your ſelf laid down, in order to ſupport your De- 

nonſtration. It cou d not therefore poſſibly be umder- 
food of ſuch Forgery as you did imagine : All did 
er cou'd intend by it, was that the Principles you 
there laid down, were what had no real Ground, cr 

Foundation in the Nature of Things ; but were mere 
Fitions or Fancies of your own, the mere Creatures 
or Forgeries of your own Brain and what I there- 
fore had before calld, weak and precarions Prin- 
ciples. So that herein you ſee, I did not change you 
vith baſe und odious Crimes; with a proflipate 
Conſcience, E7c. but only with a fruitful Imagina- 

lun, and a weak Judgment : and this, Sir, I bope 

ir no capital Offence ; no ſuch exceeding hemous an 
provoking Imputaticn, as that a Man muſt needs 4 
E 3 down 
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down upon his Knees, to ask Pardon of God and the 
World for it, p. 33. 

What a comfortable and uſeful thing is a Aſca::- 
im in reſerve! I have ſhewn, what Service your 
meaning has done you in other Cafes. Particu- 
larly, when you were caught tardy with reſpect to 
the Milevitan Canon, how much were you be- 
holding to your Meaning! Y ou ſpake of the whole 
Canon; but you meant only a part of it. And 
here again, there is a moſt terrible Idea belong- 
ing to the Words mere Forgery; and an honeſt 
Man wou'd dread the Charge of it. But you 
have a Meaning to falve all, For a Man's being 
ſuppos d to fail in the Proof of a Propoſition , a 
weak and precarious Principle; the Conſequence 
of a fruitful Imagination and a weak Judgment, 
is what you mean (at leaſt you now pretend to 
mean) by mere Forgery. And therefore I hope, 
you'll nor take it amiſs, if for the future I ſhou'd 
call your Review Bundle of mere Forgeries. For 
theſe mere Forgeries are very innocent Things, 
now that they are qualify'd by a+ Meamny , 
winch deadens their Venom. 

I frankly own therefore, that in my former 
Letter to you, I betray'd great Ignorance by 
uſing theſe Words; As for Forgery, mere Forge- 
ry, I wonder how you cou d prevail upoy your ſelf to 
charge me with it, with reſpe& to this Particular, 
For had my Argument been never ſo weak and mcon- 
cluſrve, yet I can't ſee bow tis poſſible to find any For- 
gery in it, p. 109. Little did I then 1magin, 
what you wou'd afterwards mean thereby. Ican 
only wiſh, that before you had publiſh'd your 
Review, you had blefs'd the World with a new 
Dictionary, and explain'd the Signification of 
thoſe Phraſes, which have been grievouſly miſun- 
1 3 derſtood 
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derſtood for want of your Meanings. Had I been 
bleſt with the Sight of ſuch a glocious Perform- 
ance, you had ſav'd me the Trouble of 7 
againſt you. For there is no Poſſibility oſ deal- 
ing with that Man upon equal Terms, whoſe 
Meanivgs contradict the natural and ordinary 
Import of his Words. 

t us now caſt up this Reckoning of Forgery, 
Prevarication, &c. The Second, Third, and Fourth 
are charg'd as Inſtances of Prevarication only. 
Now as tor the Second, you have the Confidence 
to ſay, 'tis not charg'd as Prevarication, either in 
the Book or the Index; and as for the Third, you 
have the Confidence alſo to ſay, that you did not, 
though your Index did, charge it as Prevarication : 
Whereas I have demonſtrated that both theſe 
were charg'd as Inſtances of Prevarication in 
both the Book and Index ; and conſequently theſe 
are freſh Proofs, that Mr. Robinſon can dealin the 
moſt baretac'd Untruths, and deliberately cover 
one Sin with another. And now, Sir, (to apply 
your own Words, p. 19.) I hope you have enough 
of it e but if it be more than you deſire, learn to be 
more free and ingenuous in your Acknowledgments for 
the future. wh 

As for the Fourth, you expreſly ſay, that tis 
the Index, and not the Book, that charges it as Pre- 
varication ; tho? you own, you did greatly fuſne# 
ſomewhat, that was not over fair: whereas I have 
demonſtrated my Innocence in ſuch a manner, 
as you have not dar'd to reply to, any otherwiſe 
than by repeating what you had ſaid before, and 
taking no notice of my Anſwer; which, by the 
way, gives Ground for more than a Suſpicion of 
ſomewhat that is not over fair on your fide. How- 
ever, it appears, that the NG of Prevaricati- 

4 . on 


n | 


56 MA ſecond Letter to Chap, vl. 


on is ow dropt as to theſe Three Inſtances, and 
I believe, the Reader will think you had good 
Reaſon to drop it, if he remembers what I have 
{aid upon each of thoſe Particulars. 

The other Two are charg'd as Forgery, &c. 
Now as for the Fifth, you have endevor'd to ſpi- 
rit away the Slander of it by ſuch a Meanirg, as 
cou'd ſcarce have been expected even from a Je. 


ſuit, and as for the Firſt, if you can reflect upon 


it (eſpecially upon that other Meaning of yours, 
by wich you wou'd fain eſcape the 3 it) 
I fay, if you can reflect upon it withour TA. 
ing; I muſt take Leave to reckon you amongſt 
thoſe good Men, of whom Dr. Maurice ſays (a- 
gainſt Baxter, p. 325.) that they are too much mor- 
tify'd to bluſh, and keep their Blood ſo much in Sub- 
jection, that they never ſuffer it upon any Provocati- 
on to fluſh into their Faces. 

Upon the whole, whether I am not perfe#ly 
innocent, and whether Tou are not ine cuſably 
guilty, as to every Branch of this Charge, I leave 


to the Judgment of any Mortal, except your ſelf 


and your Index- mu ler. 


— 9 


CHAP. VI. 
Of his charging the Author with Blunders. 


H E next Charge is that of Blunders. The 
T firſt I touch d upon, and which you call a 
groſs Blunder, related to my pretended confound- 
ing Public . You repeat, p. 29. 
what you had ſaid in your Review; and in my 
Letter, p. 111. tis fully anſwer'd: tho' I am un- 
| wn N - * willing 
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willing to imitate your Example in repeating my 
Anſwer. I ſhall only obſerve, that the Streſs of 
i lay in diſtinguithmg between Prayer that is 
more or loſs public. This, you ſay, vod have 
ecm tolerable, had we not been provided with a proper 
md well known Term, whereby to expraſs that which 
ir leſs public: and which at the ſams time has a Fd 
[da belonging to it, that does at once diſtingm/) it 
from what is public, and from what is ſolitary, p. 39. 
Now if the not heing provided with another well 
knowy and proper Term, which has a fix d Idea 
anne +4 to it, &c. wou'd have made what I ſaid, 
tolerable ; then 't is plain, it can't be in it ſelf a 
poſs Blimdey. The utmoſt you can make of it, is, 
that I choſe to expreſs my ſelf in a way, which 
vou don't like fo well as your on. Pray there- 
fore keep to your own way, ſince you are fond 
of it : but I hope, every way of Expreſſion, that 
differs from yours, is not a groſs Blunder. If ſome 
common (and in your Opinion proper) Terms are 
ill apply'd, I'can't think my ſelf to blame, if I 
Aſtinguiſh otherwiſe ; tho? the ſtiff Admirers of 
what they have been accuſtom'd to, are reſslv'd 
to go on with their Mumpſimus. 

But there is one Paſſage of yours upon this 
Head, which is new; and therefore I ſhall take 
particular notice of it. Tour Words are theſe. 
However I am-glad, you now omm, that Foint-Phayer 
cammot reaſonably be confin'd to thoſe offer'd up in 
Church Aſſemblies : Which I dhuſe to call public 
Prayers. But when you add, that you never ſo con- 
fu d it, and challenge me to find the place if I can, 
you ſeem ſtraygely to have forgot your ſelf. This i- 
what plainly rus thro! your Book, and thro every 
part of it; unleſs yon can nicely diſtinguiſh E 4 
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Congregation and « Church Aſſembly. When you ex. 
plain your firſt Propoſition (viz. that the ancient Jews, 
our Savior, and bis Apoſtles, and the Primitive Chri- 
flians never join d in any Prayers, but precompos'd ſet 
Forms only ) do you not wave the ation of what 
you call their private Prayers, in which they did not 
Join with others : and expreſy tel us, that all you 
now pretend to is, that when they bore a part with 
others in the common Worſhip of a Congregation, they 
_— hy — * not 
to c your ſelf to the Prayers, that t er d 
to God in A Aſſemblies, I cannot — 
plain Engliſh. Aud what mean you in your next 
. when you ſay, of the Forms in which they 
join d, that they were ſuch as the reſpective Congre- 
gations were accuſtom'd to, &c? Does it not ſhew, that 
you wou'd have us underſtand you of their joining with 
thoſe Congregations ? In ſhort, if you won d wot have 
your very Iitle-Page, and a great part of your Book 
paſs for mere Nonſenſe; you viſt own, that by Foint- 
Prayers you meant only Church- Prayers. But I an 


weary of multiplying Words in ſo plain a Caſe, p. 


40, 41- | F 
To all this I anſwer, that every Congregation 


is not a Church · Aſſembly. For I hope you will 
allow, that where Two or Three are 41 
or gather d together (as they may certainly be 
for Family · Devotion, c. though they be not 2 
Church Aſſembly) there is a Congregation. And 
conſequently, all Joint-Prayers (tho they are the 
Prayers of a Congregat ion) are not Church 
Prayers. Thus — „ you ſee, that I can 
(as difficult as you thought it) micely di ingui 
between a Congregation and a Church-Aſſembly; 
and that by ſo doing I have ſhewn the Emptinels 
of your Cavil, and excus'd my Title-Page and 
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a great part of my Book from paſſing for mere 
Nonſenſe. 


But what is worſe, Tann alſs ſhew, that this 


very Cavil of yours was particularly prevented, 


before twas made; tho* you thought it proper 
(with your uſual Prudence) not to obſerve it. 
For any Man that wou'd, might (and cou d not 
but) underſtand, that when I ſpake of a Congre- 
gation I did not by a Congregation mean a 
Church-Aſſembly in particular, but any Con- 
gregation at all, whether a Family-A Loy C 
or a Church-Afſembly, or any other Aſſembly 
which cou'd join in Prayer. For my Account 
of Joint-Prayer, which I all along take to be the 
Act of a Congregation, is this, Whew many Per- 
ſons (or more Perſons than One, tho there be no more 
than Two) do meet together in one and the ſame Place, 
and ſpeak to God the ſame Matter of Prayer, at the 
ſame Time, in the ſame Method, and in the ſame 
Words (as not only the Members of the Eftabliſh'd 
Church, but alſs the Diſſ-nters themſelves, do pre- 
tend to do in their reſpetrve Congregations ) this is 
what I call and mean 2 Joint Prayer. For in this 
Caſe they join both in Time, in Place, in Matter, in 
Method, and in Words ; and conſequently this Ai. 
on does moſt truly deſerve the Nime of Joint Prayer. 
And then I proceed thus. Now tis zmpoſible evex 
for Two Perſons (and for the ſame Reaſon, for a lar- 
ger Congregation ) to praiſe this Foint- Prayer with- 
out a ſet Form of Words, &c. Diſc. of Joint Pray- 
er, ch. 2. p. 13. So that you fee, in my Opim- 
on, Two Perſons make a Congregation , and I 
preſume, you will allow, that every Two Per- 
ſons are not a Church - Aſſembly. And I hope, 
I need not any farther Proof, that this is a very 
proper Acceptation of the Word Congregation. 
| | e 
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The other pretended Blunder (and you call 
it an borrid one) I had ſhewn, L-tt. p. 115, 116, 
117. to be a downright Falſification of my 
Words This I made appear by placing my own 
Propoſition, and that which you charge me 
with, in oppoſite Columns; and ſhewing, that 
I never pretend to give any Inſtances at all, but 
when J join the Chriſtians ot the firſt Centuries 
with the Apoſtles and their Contemporaries. 
And yet you have the Confidence to repeat 
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Y i this Charge, withont ſo much as taking notice 
4 of my Confutation of it by appealing to my own 
4 expreſs Words. Your Charge was, that I had aſſert- 


ed, that the Apoſtles join d in diverſe precompos d 17 
Forms of Nau er, beſides the Lord's Prayer and Pſalms; 
tho I had produc'd but one fingle Inflance thereof. I 
anſw er d, that you had falſity'q my Propoſition, | 
which was, that the Apoſtles and Primitzve Chriſti. | 
ans _ _— of the _ Firſt Centuries, and | 
part of the Fifth) join d in diverſe precompos'd ſet | 
Forms of Beyer befides the 3 and | 
Pjalms. So that I join'd the Apoſtles and thoſe 
Primitive Chriſtians together. But you ſtill la- 
bor to put another Senſe upon my Words; and - 
endevor to ſhew, that I had undertaken to prove, 
that the Apoſtles join'd in diverſe precompos'd 
fet Forms of Prayer beſides the Lord's-Prayer - 
and Pſalms. This Matter therefore muſt be 
once more conſider'd. | 

I had faid, that the Apoſtles and our Lord's other 
Diſciples (their Contemporaries) w'd precompos'd 
Jet Forms in their Chriftian Aſſemblies during the 
Remainder of their Lives, as all their Fellow Chri- 
ftians alſo did in the following Ages. This I ſhall 
make appear, I. From their joining in the Uſe T o 

ord's 
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Lord's. Prayer. 2. From their joining in the Uſe of 
Pſabms. 3. From their joining in the Uſe of _—_ 
precompos'd ſet Forms of Prayer beſides the Lord's 
Prayer and Pſalms. Bri-t Hiſt. p. 28. 

Now my ſaying, This I ſhall make appear, you 
interpret after a ftrange manner, quite contra 
to the neceſſary meaning of it. Your Words 
are theſe. This? What, I pray? Why, that the 
Apoſtles and our Lord's other Diſciples did uſe pre- 
compos'd ſet Forms, &. Whereas the thiug I ſaid 
I wou'd make appear, moſt manifeltly was (as 
is evident from the whole Courſe of my Book, 
as well as from my Expreſſions in this Place) 
that not only the Apoſtles, and our Lord's other 
Diſciples their Contemporaries, but alſo the Pri- 
mitive Chriſtians of the Four Firſt Centuries, 
and part of the Fifth, us'd precompos'd ſer 
Forms 1n their Chriſtian Aſſemblies. And your 
| Omiſſion of the Primitive Chriſtians of thoſe Cen- 
| turzes is the very Ground of your charging me 
| with a Blunder. For when I ſay, this I fhal 
make appear from their doing thus and thus; you 
wou'd fain underſtand the Word their to relate 
to the Apoſtles, c. conſider'd as diſtinct from | 
the Chriſtians of the following Centuries. So ''L 
that when I ſay, that they join'd in diverſe pre- | | 
compos'd ſet Ferme beſides the Lord's-Prayer and 
Pſalms, you interpret it, that the Apoſtles and 
their Contemporary Fellow Chriſtians join'd in 
diverſe precompos'd ſet Forms beſides the Lord's. 
Prayer and Pſalms. Your Words are theſe. 
And how will you make it appear? Why, from their 
joinirg in the Uſe of the Lords Prayer, and in the 
Uſe of P/alms, and in the Uſe of diverſe precompos d 
ſet Forms of Prayer beſides theſe. They (i. e. the 
Apoſtles and our Lord's other Diſciples) did all this; 
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a4 all their Fellow Chriſtians alſo did in the followiy 
Ages. This is the natural Senſe of your Words, if 
I can underſtand them. Iis not they us'd one ſin- 
gle Form, and the Chriſtians of After- Ages others; 
and ſo they, and thoſe of After Ages put together 
w'd diverle Forms but they themſelves us d di- 
verſe Forms, as alſo did their Fellow Chriſtians in 
After-Times, p. 41, 42. Whereas I never ſaid, nor 
do my Words imply, any thing like this. All 
I aſlert is, that the Apoſtles, Oc. and the Chri- 
ſtians of the following Centuries, conſider'd all 
together, us'd diverſe Forms beſides the Lord's. 
Prayer and Pſalms. The Word Their neceſla- 
rily includes them all, as appears from the Con- 
text. Beſides, when I repeated that Third Par- 
ticular, I did it in theſe very Words; Thirdly, 
1 ſhall prove that the Apoſt les, and Primitive Chriſti- 
ans (by which I evidently meant thoſe of the tol- 
lowing Centuries in particular) join'd in diverſe 


precompos'd ſet Forms of Prayer, beſides the Lord . 


Prayer and Pſalms, Brief Hiſt. p. 79. This I care- 
fully put you in mind of, Letter, p. 116. and 

et you never take the leaſt Notice of it, tho 
it demonſtrates the Falſhood of your Charge; 
but you ſtil] perſiſt in perverting m _ 
Words, to a Senfe, which they not only don't 
neceſſarily, but can't poſibly, mean, on purpoſe to 
faſten a Blunder upon me. In a word ( if I may 
be allow'd to repeat ſome Expreſſions of my for- 
mer Letter) fnce I put the Apoftles and Primitive 
Chriſtians (of the following Centuries ) together, 
I might begin with one (Inſtance) in which the 2 
files joined, and proceed to others, in which other 
Primitive Chriſtians (of the following Centuries) 
Joined. And this, you can t but know, is the uſual 
way of ſpeaking, when a Practice is deduced hiſton- 
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cally. The diverſe Forms therefore were joined in 


; ſome or other of the hol! Number, of whom tis 
; 740 that they joined in the C 1 ſuch precompos d 
: * Forms, But the confining that Expreſſion to a 
, few of that Number, and excluding all the reft, on 
- purpoſe t mite a horrid Bluader of what I have 
witten; is what I perceive Mr. Robinſon can allow 
: himſelf in, and (I thank God ) I can forgive, p. 
; . 

Il 

s CHAP. VII. 

A- 


Of a Paſſage of Mr. Robinſon's touching the 
Author of the Tra de Spiritu SanQo 
ly, and of his Skill in Eccleſiaſtical Antiquity. 


ol 1 to what you ſay of my Fifteenth 
1ſe Chapter, touching the Author of the Tract 
de Spiritu Santo. You had offer d an Argument, 
e borrow'd from Mr. Coke, to prove that that Tract 
no vas not written by St. Baſil; and in the Conclu- 
fon of that Argument you us'd theſe Words; If 
3e this will not convince Mr. Bennet binſelf, that the 
: Author of this Teftimony (whoſoever he was) was a 
o later Writer than the true Baſil ; I ſhall Mar of 
proving any thing to his Convi@ion, that he has not 
before. hand a mind to believe, Rev. p. 197. This 
Argument therefore, of which you exprels'd your 
Vo ſelf with ſuch remarkable Confidence, I ſhew'd 
to be ridiculouſly inconcluſive ; and expos'd 

7 your Folly and Ignorance in boaſting ſo much 


5 of it. 

12 And now what have 2 reply'd? Why you 

=" tell ne, I make a poor pedantick Exception, that 70 
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i of the Preſent Tenſe, which yet I camot (ſure) but 
know, 2 125 of Aut bora 9 92 in 

Jpeakang of Thivgs that were long before ſaid or done, 
Pp. 43 By the way, twere to be wiſh'd, that 

r. Robinſon were better acquainted with this 
ſort of N *Twou'd poſſibly hinder him 
from arguing ſo, as to make i neceſſarily denote 
the Præter-Tenſe, which it muſt needs do to 
make that Argument concluſive. And as for 
my obſerving that # is of the Preſent-Tenſe 
2 I was far from ſaying, that it never ſigni- 

es otherwiſe) it was alone a full Proof, that the 

Argument you repreſented as unanſwerable, had 
no Strength in it. But was that all, Mr. Robſon ? 
Did I offer nothing more beſides that pedantick 
Exception? Did I ſpeak nothing of evy4ſovers; ? 
Was what you take notice of, the whole of m) 
Anſwer? No; but twas all that you durſt med- 
dle with. As to the reſt you are moſt judici- 
ouſly mute: nor have you ſaid one Syllable 
more in Defenſe of that Argument, upon the 
4 ”m of which you ſo vainly triumph 'd before- 
hand. 

But how then have you ſtuff d out Three Pa- 
ges upon this Point ? Why, I will teIl you, Sir, 
and thereby diſcover to the Reader an Inſtance 
of your groſs Diſingenuity. Vell, Sir, (ſay you, 
p. 42.) if that will ſatisfy you, I am prepar d to 
prove, that my Senſe of the Words is abſolutely neceſ- 

ſary. And ſo you run on, endevoring to prove, 
that yours is the true Senſe of thoſe Words, not 
from the Force of the Words themſelves, which 
was the only thing you inſiſted on before, and 
the only Point in diſpute ; but by Arguments 
uite different, never once daring to juſtify that, 


or being ſo confident of which I had juſtlyexpos d 


you. 
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vou. And then you conclude thus; What Apology 
will on now make for your ſelf to the World ! Is this 
your way of ſhewing my A. gument to be inconcluſive ? 
And do you ever expect, that this ſhou'd convince my 
Reader, that it has nothing of Strength in it? Had 
you really any juſt Grounds for your after I iumpbs 
pon this Occaſion ? I hope by this time you are ſa- 
tiefy'd, that I had ſome Reaſon for the Aſſurance 
with which I ſpake upon this Head : that I did not 
proceed upon a groſs Miſtake, much leſs did I bluſter 
upon the groſſeſt Miſtake, as you ſay I did : and 
that the Folly and Weakneſs which you have diſco- 
ver d, is your own, Sir, and none of mine, p. 45. 

Now cou'd any Man but Mr. Robinſon have 
manag'd ſo dextrouſly? Pray, Sir, remember, 
that the Diſpute between us at preſent, is not 
whether St. Bafil wrote that Tract, or no; or 
whether it might not be prov'd from other Conſi- 
derations, that thoſe Words from which you ar- 
gu'd, ought to be underſtood in that Senſe which 

ou put upon them: but whether that particu- 
ar Argument from the force of the Words them- 
ſelves, which you borrow'd from Mr. Coke, and 
of which you vaunted ſo exceſſively, wou'd prove 
that St. Bafil did not write that Tract. You 
know, that I expreſly ſaid thus; I ſhall not give 
my ſelf at preſent the Trouble of determining, whether 
this Piece be genuin or not (though tis poſtble I may 
er my Opinion in due time concerning it) but I ſhall 
ew notwithſtanding, that, whatever other Arguments 
may do, that one Argument, which you think carries 
Demonſtration along with it, is far from being con- 
chufve, Lett. p. 118. Now it you can defend 
that particular Argument, and ſhew that the 
Words themſelves do neceſſarily require 
Senſe; do it, and * But dont think to 
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perſuade the World, that you have defended 
what you wrote concerning it, and which was 
before the only Ground of your Confidence, and 
the only Thing that I oppos'd ; by ſaying never 
a Word in its Behalf, but flying away to quite 
different Reaſonings, in which I am at preſent 
no more concern'd than the Man in the Moon. 
And therefore ( to give you back ſome of your 
own Civilities, p. 37.) I here wave the Notice of 
ſeveral ſtrange and unaccom:table Imper tinencies; be- 
cauſe Jam not at Leiſure to follow you, whenever you 
think fit to ſtart freſh Subjects of Debate. 

In my Sixteenth 4 * I gave the Reader a 
Taſt of your Skill in Eccleſiaſtical Antiquity, 
The Inſtances, I conteſs, were intolerably groſs, 
and argu'd ſuch a prodigious Ignorance, as a 
Man that has any Modeſtæ, wou'd be aſham'd 
of, What have you reply'd to this? Why, you 
tell a long Story of Five Pages, in which you 
have not ſo much as attempted to ſhew, that l 
have wrong'd you in what I ſaid of you. So that 
my Chapter ſtands in full force againſt you: and 
your ſubmiſſive Silence is not only a Confeſſion 
of the Truth of what I ſaid ; bu: alſo an everlaſt- 
ing Monument of your being wholly unacquaint- 
ed with Antiquity ; tho' you had Face enough 


ject to which you are an arrant Stranger, How 
needleſs ſoever, or even deſpicable, that part of 
Learning may be in the Opinion of ſome Perſons, 
particularly of your ſelf; yet ſurely a Man 
ought to be in ſome reaſonable meaſure conver- 
ſant therein, before he ſets up for a Writer upon 
it, and takes upon him to correct and expoſe the 
pretended Errors of others concerning it. 
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But there is a Cauſe to be aſſign'd for this Ig- 


norance of yours. Jou afſure me, you cou d never 


fd that flrong Senſe, or good Leu nim, either in the 


' Councils or Fathers, as wou d invite you to ſpend 


much of your Time in them. And when you have now 
and then, at lei ure Hours, dipt into them : you have 
frequently been ready to bewail the Time as lift, that 
has been ſo imploy'd. Jon do allow there may be 
ſome good uſe made of em in an hiſtorical way : but 
you really pity thoſe that read them as E xpoſitors 
of Scripture; or to form their Notions by em eit her 
in poſitzve, controverſial, or caſuiſtical Divinity. Tow 
are not aſham'd to own, that many a time, when you 
have been quite tir'd with the reading of ſome, and 
thoſe (it may be) the more ancient of em too; you 
have bleſs'd God upon your bended Knees, that you 
bad ſuch Authors to converſe with as Bates, and 
How, and Charnock, or even Baxter, aud Man- 
ton, c. whom I ſo much deſpiſe, p. 45, 46. 

Alas! and Alas! But Men that dip 
into the Fathers (and evidently do no more than 
dip) are very apt to write thus! For much aftes 
the ſame manner did a certain other Dipper write, 


even Mr. Baxter himſelf, whoſe Words are theſe; ' 


No doubt but many poor Men among us ( divers 
Weavers, and ſome Plow men, of the Church that J 
vas remov'd from for Inſtance) are able to pray, and 
teach as well as moſt of thoſe who are by Euſcbius 
extoll'd as the famous Bifhops of the Second and Third 
Age; and to write as methodical, pious, weighty Tra- 
Gates, as any that were then written by Men that nei- 
ther convers'd with the 7 nor had been bred 


up in Phi loſophy: That I jay not as Clemens Ro- 


manus bimſelf, or Ignatius, or Irenæus, yea or 
Cyprian's Epiſtles are. Tea or as many of the Ages 
flowing; even as hoh — Ephrem Syrus, 

2 yne- 


68 A ſecond Letter 7 Chap. vll. 


Syneſius (a Philoſopher ) Iſidore Peluſiota, and 
many more have written ſnce. If this be not believ'd, 
how many Lay-men could I name, who have written 
more accurately and judicionfly, and as far as the 
Writings fhew, as piouſly as any of theſe Aud that 
not only learned Lay-men, but Men that had neither 
many ages wor Philoſophy. And if the Books 
then written were very few, and of thoſe few that 
were written by any but Biſhops or Philoſophers, and 
thoſe few ſo plain as m they are (the beſt of them 
far below the Writings of abundance of late Latin and 
Engliſh and French Writers, that were but P eſly- 


tert) you may eaſily judge of what Parts the reſt © 
the Preſbyters of thoſe Times were, that never . 


Treatiſe of Epiſcopacy, London, 1681. p. 169, 


170. 

N ow had theſe Expreſſions dropt from the Pen 
of a profeſs d Atheiſt or Pagan, that was ende- 
voring to expoſe Chriſhanity, by repreſenting 
the Profeſſors of the very firſt Ages as a Pack of 
ignorant Blockheads; they had been conſiſtent 
with his Principles and Deſign. But tis an Aſto- 
niſhment, that a Chriſtian ſhou'd be able to write 
thus ! Theſe are the Effects of dipping in- 
to the Fathers. Thus did Mr. Baxter wound 
Chriſtianity, becauſe he dipt into amy by 
the help of Dr. Hanmer's Tranſlation of * 
and ſuch other faulty Verſions, thro' which that 
Pretender to E cclfaſlical Antiquity, that Hater of 
falſe Hiſtory, occaſionally peep'd into ſome of the 
Old Authors. See Dr. Maurice's Preface to his 
Vindic. of the Prim. Church, p. 1 2, 14. 

Truly, Sir, I have ſeveral Reafons not to won- 
der at your mean Opinion of Fathers and Coun- 
cils. However, be advis'd by a Friend not to 
ſpeak your Mind fo freely again A 
h | | them. 
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them. For thoſe who have an Eſteem for em, 
will conclude in Spite of your Teeth, that your 
Diſlike of Fathers and Councils does not proceed 
from their want of ffrong Senſe or good Learnim to 
invite you but from your not being ſufficiently 
Maſter of that good Learnim, without which 2 
Man can't reliſh them; and from the Difficulty 
you found in coming at that firong Senſe, which 
is guarded with ſo much rugged Greek and Latin, 
your Ignorance in which, as well as in Eccleſi- 
aſtical Antiquity, has been ſufficiently expos d, 
and ſhewn to be ſuch as a School-Boy wou'd be 
laſh'd for. For this Reaſon tis very poſſible for 
you to be quite tir d with reading the Fathers and 
Councils; and bewail your Time as laſt, that was 
imploy'd in them; and thank God upon your bended 
Knees, that you had Baxter, &c. to converſe with, 
whom you are able to underſtand without turn- 
ing over Lexicons. Beſides, twill be ſuſpected, 
that your Converſation with Baxter, &c. (who I 
can tell you, under the Roſe, are a fort of Wri- 
ters very different from the Ancients) has vitia- 
ted your Palate ; ſo that you do not either diſ- 
cern or love ftrong Senſe and good Learning, when 
they are actually before your Eyes. You know 
the Old Sa ing, Like Lips, like Lettuces. Per- 
haps there are thoſe in the World, who wou'd 
prefer Chivy-Chaſe to Milton's Paradiſe loſt. For 
Men prize that moſt, which is moſt agreeable to 
them, and moſt ſutable to their Capacities. 
There is one thing more under this Head, 
which | am unwilling to neglect. You tell me, 
that it never was in your Thoughts to criticize upon 
the Decrees of that Cyumcil, (of Laodicea) in order 


to diſcover which were genuine, or which were ſpuri- 


ous, p. 49. and yet (9 add) all my Reflections 
3 


(which 
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(which you are pleas'd to call little and imputar, 
without ſo much as attempting to prove them 
ſuch) proceed upon this Miſtake : Whereas what 
you did, was barely to relate Matter of Fact, &c. 
Now this is a moſt notorious Falſhood in Mat- 
ter of Fad. You do indeed mention, that ſome 
have queſtion'd, whether ever there was ſuch a 
Ccuncil as that of Laodicea; and this I animad- 
verted upon : But I challenge you to ſhew, that 


I have ſo much as once hinted, that you criticiz'd 


upon the Decrees of that Council, in order to diſco- 
ver, which were genuine, or which were ſpm ious. Be 
you as bold, Sir, as you pleaſe, in ſuch prof 
Untruths; yet the Reader will find, that when 
I ſpake of your Defects in point of Ci2tzciſm, my 
Reflections proceeded upon your Ignorance of 
ancient Cuſtoms, the Signification of Words, Ec, 
which are part of the Object of Crztzcaſm. And 
now, whether it can be concluded from hence, 
that I don't know the difference between a Critic 
and a mere Hiſtorian (as you are pleas'd to af. 
firm) let the World judge. 


| — 


HAF. VIII. 


Of his Ways of anſwering Arguments, and 
his Obſervations upon the Author's Eigh- 
teenth Chapter, © 


þ I my Seventeenth Chapter I gave ſome In- 


ſtances of your Ways of anſwering my Argu- 

ments. 
The f. was by leaving ont what you cant 
anſwer. I had urg d that Moſes's Song of Thavkl- 
giving 
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Chap. VIIT. Mr. B. Robinſon. 71 

'ving was a precompos'd Form of Prayer, and 
2, > to the Words themſelves for the Proot 4 
of it. I ſhew'd alſo, from Scripture, Reaſon, by 
and Authority, that Praife, when directed to A 
God, is Prayer. You took no Notice of theſe 
Particulars ; but ſaid Moſes's Song was a Form 


of Praiſe, and wou'd not allow twas a Form ot * 
Prayer. I reminded you in my Letter of the 7 
Particulars before mention'd ; and prov'd alſo 1 
from your own Words, that that Song was pro- 47 
perly a Prayer. And what do you reply? Wh "= 
you are forc'd to mince the Matter; and thoug -- 
ou wou'd not allow it to be a Form of Prayer + 
efore, yet you are now content to ſay, zt was ra- 5 
ther to be call d a Song of Praiſe, than a Form of mY 
Prayer; by which (you tell me) you did not mean, . = 
that it had nothing of the nature of Prayer in it; == 
but that it was not ſuch Prayer as 2s in diſpute, i 
4 " 


p. 50. But what is all this to the Purpoſe ? Did 
you take notice of thoſe Paſſages wherein | prov'd 
'twas a Prayer? No. Do you even now anſwer 1 
the Arguments contain'd in thoſe Paſſages? No. vo 
And have you not then omitted what you can't .% 
anſwer? Yes ſurely. a 
But after all, Do you even now grant or deny £2 
that twas a Prayer? Why tis rather a Song of * C. 
Praiſe, you ſay ; and you did not mean, that it _ 
had nothing of the nature of Prayer in it. But pray, Br 
let's have no more of your Meaniygs to ſhuffle off 
a Difficulty ; and which way do's a Rather mend 4Y 
the Matter? Is it Prayer or no? Tell me plain- 7 
ly. You will not ſpeak out, tho' never ſo much „ 
preſs d. What you a'terwards added about the 
Practice of the Exgliſb Diſſenters, is nothing to 5 
the Purpoſe. You id not grant, that their Songs | 
of Praiſe are Prayers : And if you had granted it, 
F 4 you 
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72 A ſecond Letter to Chap. vn, 
you muſt have been forc'd to grant alſo, that 
Moſes's Song of Praiſe, which is in diſpute, is a 
Prayer too; tho' this was the thing you ſo ſtifly 
deny'd. In a word then, if Moſes's Song was a 
Prayer, my Argument was good; and your re- 
fuſing to allow 1t to be a Prayer, without ſo much 
as taking Notice of my Arguments to prove that 
It was a Prayer, juſtifies what | charg'd you 
with, viz, the Omiſſion of what yon cou'd not 
anſwer. - | 

The Second was by rropoſing an Objection 
againſt an Argument, without taking any notice 
of the Anſwer actually given to that Objection. 
I had argu'd that e tempore Prayers muſt needs 
be frequently obſcure to the Vulgar. To this 
you reply'd Two Things; 1. That you hardh 
ever obſery'd an obſcure Ea preſion in the Prayers of 


your Miniſters, except, very rarely, an Idiotiſm pecu- 


liar to the Country they were bred in, &c. | reply'd, 
that my Argument was confin'd to the Vulgar, 
who cou'd not underſtand obſcure Expreſſions, 
fo well as your ſelf. You now tell me, that you 
did not barely mean, the Expreſſions were intelligible 
to yon; but what you judg'd would be ſo to the mean- 
eft Capacities, p. 50. Here again you fly to a 
Meaning. But did your Words include the Vul- 
gar, as well as your ſelf? Nothing like it. Nor 
can I imagin, that ever yon thought of this Mean- 
ing, till the want of an Evaſion hinted it to you, 
For I had largely prov'd (Diſc. of Foint- Prayer, 
p. 104-—109.) by printed Inſtances of your 
own Miniſters Prayers, by a Varietv of Conſide- 
rations, and by mv own Experience; that the 
Vulgar cannot poſſibly underſtand ſuch Expreſſi- 
ons, as muſt frequently occur in extempore Pray- 
ers. But you took not the leaſt Notice of this in 
1 your 


| a 

Chap. VINT. Mr. B. Robinſon. 73 
your Review; which notwithſtanding you cou'd 
not fairly have avoided, if y our Meaning had then 
been to ſpeak of the Caſe of the Yulgar part of 
Congregations. Nor do you even now return 
an Anſwer to thoſe Particulars; 

But that which I chiefly intended upon this 
Head ( though 'twas not proper for me whally 
to forget the other ) and which manifeſtly was 
the only Inftance I pretended at i time to 
bring of vour anſwering an Argument by propo- 
ſing an Objection againſt it, without taking no- 
tice of the Anſwer actually given to that Objecti- 
on ; was your ſecond Anſwer to my Argument 
from the Obſcurity. of extempore Prayers. Eor 
2 ſay, 2. That precompos'd Forms alſo may 

obſcure ; and you pick out ſome Paſſages of 
the Engliſh Liturgy to prove it. Now this Ob- 
jection | had fully confuted before hand; as I 
prov'd by producing my own Words, Lett 
145, 146. and begg d you, if you had return'd 
any Anſwer to it, to point it out. And what 
do you ſay to this? Why I will repeat every 
"= ot 4 E he I bich 

As to the obſcure eſſions in the Liturgy, whic 
J return'd you: I by do ſuft . — that 
this Imperfection may poſſibly bappen in the Uſe of a 
precompos'd Form, as well as in an extempore Pray- 
er : which was all I intend-d by it. And what is 
there, I beſeech you, in all that you have quoted from 
your ſelf that does in the l-aft affect the Point in 
view ? Though the Meaning may afterwards be en- 
quir'd out by the moſt ignorant; yet that Enquiry ne- 
ver may be made; or, in many Pariſhes in Eugland, 
T dare im ge, it may be made in vain. However 


that it may need ſuch an Enquiry, ſufficiently ſows, 
t 
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72 A ſecond Letter to Chap. Vill. 
you muſt have been forc'd to grant alſo, that 
Moſes's Song of Praiſe, which is in diſpute, is a 
Prayer too; tho' this was the thing you ſo ſtifly 
deny'd. In a word then, if Moſes's Song was a 
Prayer, my Argument was good; and your re- 
fuſing to allow 1t to be a Prayer, without ſo much 
as taking Notice of my Arguments to prove that 
it was a Prayer, juſtifies what | charg'd you 
with, viz, the Omiſſion of what yon cou'd not 
anſwer. - 

The Second was by rropoſing an Objection 
againſt an Argument, without taking any notice 
of the Anſwer actually given to that Objection. 
I had argu'd that e tempore Prayers muſt needs 
be frequently obſcure to the Vulgar. To this 
you reply'd Two Things; 1. That you Hard) 
ever obſer d an obſcure Expreſſion in the Prayers of 
your Miniſters, except, very rarely, an Idiotiſm pecu- 
liar to the Country they were bred in, &c. | reply'd, 
that my Argument was confin'd to the Vulgar, 
who cou'd not underſtand obſcure Expreſſions, 
ſo well as your ſelf. You now tell me, that you 
did not barely mean, the Expreſſions were intelligible 
to yon; but what you judg'd would be ſo to the mean. 
eft Capacities, p. 50. Here again yeu fly to a 
Meaning. But did your Words include the Vul.- 
gar, as well as your ſelf? Nothing like it. Nor 
can I imagin, that ever yon thought of this Mean- 
z, till the want of an Evaſion hinted it to you, 
For I had largely prov'd (Diſc. of Foint- Prayer, 
p. 104—109.) by printed Inſtances of your 
own Miniſters Prayers, by a Varietv of Conſide- 
rations, and by mv own Experience; that the 
Vulgar cannot poſlibly underſtand ſuch Expreſſi- 
ons, as muſt frequently occur in extempore Pray- 
ers. But jou took not the leaſt Notice of this in 
: a your 
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Chap. VIII. Mr. B. Robinſon. 73 
your Review; which notwithſtanding you cou'd 
not fairly have avoided, it) our Meaning had then 
been to ſpeak of the Caſe of the Yulgar part of 
Congregations. Nor do you even now return 
an Anſwer to thoſe Particulars. AM 
But that which I chiefly intended upon this by 
Head ( though 'twas not proper for me whally = 
to forget the other) and which manifeſtly was 
the only Inſtance I pretended ar that time to 
bring of your anſwering an Argument by propo- 
ſing an Objection againſt it, without taking no- 
tice of the Anſwer actually given to that Objecti- 
on; was your ſecond Anſwer to my Argument 
from the Obſcurity of extempore Prayers. Eor 
ou ſay, 2. That precompos'd Forms alſo may 
be obſcure ; and you pick out ſome Paſſages of 
the Engliſh Liturgy to prove it. Now this Ob- 
ject ion | had fully confuted before hand; as I 
prov'd by producing my own Words, Lett. p. 
145, 146. and begg d you, if you had return'd 
any Anſwer to it, to point it out. And what 
do you fay to this? Why I will repeat every 
"= oth 00 E he L bich 
As to the obſcure eſſions in the Liturgy, whic 
J return'd you: I de do ſuffi * that Hb 
this Imperfedtion may poſſibly bappen in the Uſe of a = 
precompos'd Form, as well as in an extempore Pray- 4 
er : which was all I intended by it. And what is | 
there, I beſeech you, in all that you have quoted from 
your ſelf, that does in the l-aft act the Point in 
view £ Though the Meaning may aſter wards be en- 
quir'd out by the moſt ignorant; yet that Enquiry ne- 
ver may be made; or, in many Pariſhes in Eggland, 
T dare ing ge, it may be made in vain. However 


that it may need ſuch an Enquiry, ſuffciently hows, 
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that Obfcurity of Expreſſion is not peculiar to our way 
of prayang, p. 50, 1. 

Have you in theſe Words gran out any for. 
mer Anſwer? No. And conſequentl/ my Charge 
holds good, whatever Anſwer you return now, 
But even nom your Anſwer is an arrant Shuffle. 
If an Enquiry be never made, or if in ſome Pa. 
Fiſhes (for I can't think it poſſible in may) it 
may be made in vain; is that the Fault of the 

rrecompos d Forms? Whereas an Enquiry can- 
not poſſibly be made about the Meaning of an 
obſcure Expreſſion in an extempore Prayer, before 
tis too late to receive any Benefit by it. If the 
Cafe be bad with reſpect to precompos'd Forms 
in ſome few Inſtances ; yet tis commonly much 
worſe in extempore Prayers. Tho Obſcurity of 
Exprefſion is not peculiar to extempore Prayers ; 
yet it can't be cu d in extempore Prayers: but 
it may very eaſily (at leaſt generally ſpeaking, 
and if the Perſons concern'd are not inexcuſably 
careleſs) in precompos d Forms. 

But was this all, Mr. Robinſon, that I ſaid in 
anſwer to this Objection? Was this all that I 
quoted from my felt upon this Occaſion ? Did 
not I mention Three Cauſes of Obſcurity ; and 
ſhew, that tis eaſily avoided, from whatever 
Cauſe it ariſes, by precompos d Forms? What 
I ſaid about inquiring the Meaning of the Words, 
related only to the firft of the Three: But what 
is become of the other Two? Here Mc. Robinſon 
is caught again. As you did not before, ſo net- 
ther do you even ow, take notice of thoſe Two 
other Things in my Anſwer, tho I repeat:d them 
to you in my Itter. | | 

The Third way was by pretending, that what! 
fay,is fo infuliciauly tiifling, that you W 
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Recital of it, left it ſhow'd be nanfeons to the 
Reader. And you tell me, you are flill willing the 
Reader ſhon d be Fudge, whether you therein did me 

Wrong or not. But do aſſure me (to uſe our own 
admirable Dr. Mavrice's Words) you wou'd as 
ſoon chaſe to diſpute with a Paper-Mill, 7 1 
your Time in replying continnally to ſuch forry Trifles, 
p. 51. My Charge therefore was true. You own 
the Omiſſion, which is all I there charg'd you 
with: and I am heartily content, that ea- 
der ſhou'd determin, whether what you wou'd 
not recite, be ſach ſorry Trifles, or no. 

The Fowth was by taking no more notice of 
my Arguments, than if 1 had never writ them. 
You pretend that you omitted what I inſtanc'd 
in, only becanſc it was ridiculous, p. 5 1. You own 
the Omiſſion therefore: But whether what you 
omitted was ridiculous, or no; let the Reader 
Judge. 1 

Before I leave this Head, I muſt obſerve a ve- 
ry remarkable Paſſage of yours. I had underta- 
ken to prove (Brief Hiff. p. 275, &c.) that the 
Primitive Chriſtians never join d in any Prayers 
precompos'd ſet Forms only, from the Tear of our 
Lord 200, to the middle of the Fifth Century. And 

ou tell me, that every one that unde: flands either 
Lode or the Mathematics, knows, that that 
P:opofition is in the Nature of the Thing impoſſible to 
be prov'd, p. 52. And then you inſult me in the 
following Words; But who ſo bold as thoſe that 
are moſt blind? 

Really, Mr. Robinſon, I own my ſelf to be fo 
prodigiontly blind, that I can't for my Life per- 
ive the leaſt Glimmering of common Senſe in 


this Paſſage of yours. And farther, tho' you ſeem 
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26 A ſecond Letter to Chap. VIIl. 
to value your ſelf our Skill in Logic and 
the Mathematics, 2 inform'd the World, 
p. 8. that you read the former of em to ſome Pu- 
pils of yours (happy Lads, that had ſuch a Tu- 
tor!) yet I very much ome, whether you 
your ſelf do in any tolerable meaſure underſtand 
either Logic or the Mathematics , or know, what 
Propoſitions are either deducible from, or incon- 
ſiſtent with, or capable of being prov'd by, their 
reſpective Rules and Principles. For, | 

1. Does it appear from any part of Logic, that 
the foregoing Propoſition is in the Nature of the 
Thing impoſfible to be proud? If ſo; I preſume tis, 
becauſe that Propoſition is an univerſal Negative, 
And are all univerſal Negatives, think you, im- 
poſſible to be prov'd ? Are they all in the Nature 
of the Ting impoſſible to be prov'd? And does 
— Logic teach you ſo? What think you of this 

opoſition, No Man is a Stone? Tis an univer- 
fal Negative; and yet verily believe it may be 
prov'd. Or, to put the Caſe in an hiſtorical Pro- 
poſition, what think you of this, The Apoſtles ne- 
ver taught or practis d thoſe Things, upon the Ac- 
count of which Proteſtants ſeparate from the Church 
of Rome? Can't this hiſtorical univerſal Nega- 
tive be prov'd? If not; we Proteſtants are in a 
bleſſed Condition ! Or is there any Principle in 
Logic, which has a particular Spite at extempore 
Prayers, and won't admit ſuch univerſal Nega- 
tives as relate to them, to be capable of Proof 
I beſeech you, Sir, untold theſe Difficulties z and 
Jet us know, what this ſecret Principlein Logic is. 
In good truth, I fear, you areutterly ignorant of the 
nature of uvniverſal Negatives; and that you can't 
tell, when they are, and when they are not, ca- 
pable of being prov d. Be perſuaded therefore 
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Chap. VIII. Mr. B. Robinſon. 77 
to thumb Cra kant horp, Bungerſdicius, &c. and be 
ſure to underſtand Lrgic your ſelf, before you 
undertake again to read it to others. But, = 

2. Does it appear from the Mathematics alſo, _ 
that the aforeſaid Propoſition is in the Nature of 
the Thing impoſſible to be prov'd £ In the Name of 


Nonſenſe, what do you mean, Sir? What ill na- = 
tur'd part of the Mathematics is ſuch an irrecon- =_ 


cilable Enemy to univerſal negative hiſtorical 
Propoſitions ? In plain Terms, you might as 
well have ſaid, that ſuch Propoſitions can't be 
reſolv'd into Salt, Sulphur, and Mercury. 
——The Reaſon's plain (ſays my Author) 
For Charon's Veſtern Barge 
Becken'd to Bagley Wood, 
Aud gave in Charge © 
To fatten Padlocks with Antartic Food. 
The Fifth and laſt way was by giving me to 
underſtand, that I am to —＋＋ as the Devil 
was, by The Lord rebuke thee. Tou tell me, that 
what you anſwer'd after this manner, was not 
any Argument of mine, but a moſt uncharitable and 
growndleſs Slander, and that it was not capable of © 
any other Anſwer, p. 52. If ſo, Sir; your Anſwer 
was very proper. But I ſhall take Leave to in- 
form you once again, that what | ſaid was not 
a Slander, much leſs a moſt uncharitable and gromd- 
leſs Slander. For *twas a plain Truth, grounded 
upon ſuch Matter of Fact, as I my ſelf had ob- 
ſerv'd, and reported to the World, in the Diſc. 
of Joint. Prayer, p. 84. This I carefully put you 
in mind of in my former Letter, p 149. but you 
are ſtill pleas d to wave it notwit 

Muy Eighteenth Chapter contain d a ſummary 
View of what I had ſaid, with Reflections. Up- is 
on this you only obſerve Three Things. ; 9 1 

| I, 
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78 
1. 1 had ſaid; One pretended Self contradifion, 


p. 355. becauſe you do not directly charge it, but 

ay it looks very like one, I have for Brent 
ſake omitted, Letter, p. 153. You tell me, that 
it was omitted merely for Brevity's ſake, is not eaſily 
to be believ de a Letter of 200 Pages is not ſo very 
brief an one, but that there might ſurely have been 
room found or made in it, for One Paragraph upon 
this Head, though I had not allow'd a whole Chapter 
for it, p. 53. But, Sir, the longer my Letter was 
without inſerting it, the plainer tis, that | omit- 
ted it for Brevity's ſake. For every Addition is 
ſomething. 

2. I had ſaid, that you have ſuch Metl ods of 
anſwering,as wou d confute even the Bible it ſelf, Lett, 
p. 154. Upon this you very gravely aſſure me, 
that the Bible cant be confuted, Cc. p. 54. 
True: but yet I ſtill affirm, as | did in my for- 
mer Letter, p. 154. that ſuch groſs Falfifications and 
Omiſfions, as yon have been convicted of with reſpect 
to my Books, vou d make even an inſpir d Writer 
guilt, of N'mſenſe, Self cantradictione, Forgery, Pro- 
varication, Blunders, &c. And conſequently your 
Methods o anſwering wou'd confute even the 
Bible it ſelf, if they were ſuffer d to proceed. 
But you ask me, where your groſs Falſifications are 
to be fowrd ;, and aſſu e me, that you are not afraid 
of th Reds finding any ſuch Omiſfons in your Book, 
as alter the $.rſ:, or weaken the Force, of what you 
quote. Now, Sir, my former Letter ſhews you 
a Variety vf Inſtances of both kinds; and your 
confident Dæi ia. ot thoſe Particulars, ſhews that 
you r. ſolve to „ always the ſame. However, Sir, 
to five you the Trouble ot tirther Inquiry, be 
perſuad ed ta turn back to p. 27. of this Letter. 
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Chap. IK, Mr. B. Robinſon, 7 


3. I had ſaid, that you ſequ/to defugr your lf 


er ſuch a manner, as if the Truth of what you af- 
ert, were inconteſtably certain, Lett. p. 155. You 
reply, that if you ever once do it, without ſufficient 
Grand to ſupport and anſwer your Expreſſions ,” you 
will ſubmit to my Reproof, ſo ſoon as ever I prove my 
Charge, p. 55. Now, Sir, I have already prov'd 
the Charge by remarkable Inftances, in my fot- 
mer Letter, p. 155 — 158. Particularly the 
Third of them is what you have not the Courage 
ſo much as to attempt the Vindication of, as I 
have ſhewn in this Letter, p. 64, 65. Whether 
will ſubmit to Reproof, or no, let the Event 
ſhew. 


— — 


CHAP. IX. 
Reſtections upon diverſe Particulars. 


ND thus have I gone thro' all thoſe Par- 
"X. ticulars, which I ſelected and examin'd 
in my former Letter to you; and thereby I have 
ſhewn your inexcuſable Injuſtice in lay ing ſuch 
Things to my Charge, as you do now, for the 
moſt part, either retract, or drop, or ſotten after 
ſuch a manner, as demonſtrates that I have been 
barbarouſly dealt with by you. Others of them 
you partly deny, and partly defend, with ſach 
Arts, as are ſufficient to convince any Perſon, 
that you do not believe your felt. My Proofs of 
Ignorance you allow to be unanſwerable 

y your Silence under them. And as for your 
Methods of anſwering my ments, you part- 
ly acknowlege the Facts; partly ſeek td ex- 


cuſe 
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cuſe them by ſuch Fig-Leaf Pretenſes, as expoſe 
— to greater Shame. Nothing now remains, 

t that i beſtow ſome Reflections upon ſuch parts 
of your Letter, as have been hitherto untouch'd. 

Upon every turn you expreſs the utmoſt 
Scorn of my Perſon and Writings. P. 3. you 
inform me, that I may depend npon it, that the 
Forld will ſoon grow weary of my Performances, and 
leave them (as they will deſerve ) to be imploy'd in 
the meaneſt Uſes of waſte Paper, if I go on to write 
at this rate. P. 6. you tell me, that ere long my 
Apologies and Admonitions will lie negleFed upon the 
Stalls, and my Bookſeller will follow me with perpe- 
tual Complaints, P. 9. In mere Pity to me you ad- 
viſe me to 1 ſcribling ;, adding, that the far- 
ther I go, I ſhall but the more effectually expoſe either 
my IntelleFuals, or my Education. P. 10. you tell 
me, I Hon d be kind to my ſelf, as well as to the 
World, if I wou'd return back to my College once 
more, and give my Tutor the Opportunity to try, whe- 
ther it be yet poſſible to make me underſtand my Logic 
at leaft, if not a little of the Mathematics too : for 
that till I have ſome Acquaintance with = — 
Studies, what Learning I have of other Kinds, wil 
only help to expoſe me the more remarkably. There 
is a Variety of other Inſtances z but thefe will 
ſuffice for a Taſt. I ſhall only reply, that I 
have a deep Senſe of the Honour of being deſpis'd 
by the very ſame Perſon, who has fo liberally 


pour d Contempt upon the Venerable Fathers of 


the Primitive Church. Pray, Sir, turn back to 
P. 67. | 

Page 2. you have theſe Words. Nay, admit 
that I ſhould in one or other Particular prove to have 
charged you through * (fmce I can and do ap- 
peal to the great God, the Searcher of all Hearts, _ 
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I have never done it knowingly or with Defyn ) I hopes 
it will not be mpardonable. Now what I pitch up- 
on, is your Appeal to God. I verily believe, 
that you intended to have appeal'd to —— that 
you had not knowingly or with Deſign laid any 
falſe Charge upon me. And if this was your 
Meaning, God alone muſt determin, with what 
Sincerity you made this Appeal. But, Sir, I 
ſhall take Leave to examin your Expreſſions. 

You appeal to God,that you have not done IT 
knowingly or with Deſign. What is that IT, 
which you have not done © Why, tis plain from 
the foregoing Words, that the antecedent to 17, 
the thing that you have not done, is either charging 
me, or charging me throngh Miſtake. So that you 
appeal to God, either that you have not charg'd 
me knowingly or with Deſign, or that you have 
not charged me throngh Miſtake knowingly or with 
Deſign. Now if you ſay, that you Lan not 
charged me knowingly or with Deſign; tis a no- 
torious Untruth. For whether you charg'd me 
falſh, or no (of which there is no mention made 
in your Expreſſions) yet 'tis certain that you 
charg'd me knowingly and with Deſgn; unleſs you 
charg'd me in your Sleep, or when you were not 
Compos Mentis. But if you ſay, that you have 
not charg'd me through Miſtake knowingly or with 
Deſign ; you ſay what is arrant Nonſenſe. For 
what can you mean thereby ? Can that Perſon 
charge a Man through Miſtake, who charges him 
lnowigly or with Deſign ? If it was done through 
Miſtake, it cou'd not be knowingly or with Deſign : 
And if it was done knowingly or with Defign, it 
con'd not be thro* Miſtake, How then cou'd you 
Jumble theſe inconſiſtent Ideas together? There 
1s a Repugnancy in your 8 Terms. Charging 
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a Man through Miftake knowingly and with Deſu is 
ſtark ſtaring Nonſenſe. 
Now take your Choice. Make your Words 
2au which of the Two you like beſt, either an 
Untruth or Nonſenſe ( "Tis perhaps a difficult 
Choice to you !) ſtill your Appeal to God in ſuch 
Terms as do neceſſarily import either of them, 
is a Banter upon God and the Wocld, as your 
Words ſtand. For it imports an Appeal to God, 
either to juſtify an Untruth, or to juſtify Non- 
ſenſe. And if this be not bantering God and the 
World, I don't know what can deſerve that 
Name. 
I have already told you, that I verily believe 
I know your real Mang; and therefore I do by 
no means impute either of the before-mention'd 
Particulars to you, as if you intended, either of 
them; for I am perſuaded, that you abhor ſuch 
Crimes. I have only hereby given yon a Spect- 
men, by which you may underſtand, 1. That if! 
wou d uſe the ſame Liberties with you upon really 
obnoxious Paſſages, which you — with me, upon 
Paſſages that are not obnoxious, but only made 
ſo by your Abuſe of my Words; you are very apt 
to give me Opportunity of expoſing you. 2. That 
thoſe who reproach their Neighbors for ſuppos'd 
Defects in Logic, &c. ought not to write after 
ſuch a manner, as; is contrary to the Rules of 
Grammar. For I appeal to any Man that under- 
ſtands Grammar, whether your Fords 15 I 
heartily excuſe your Meaning in this Caſe) can 
poſſibly admit of any other Senſe, than that 
which I pat upon them, by any Grammatical 
Conſtruction whatſoever. I wou'd obſerve alſo, 
that thoꝰ you ſo frequently charge me with blun- 
dering and writing in ht ( Faults which I * 
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Jam not over much guilty of) yet I have an 
humble Confidence, that you will never be able 
to diſcover ſo groſs an Inſtance as this, in any 
of my —_—_ 

P. 5. you blame me for calling the Diſputes 
between you and me Matters of Practical Religion, 
and for adding, that I tremble to think, how dan- 
gerous Errors concerning ſuch Matters may prove with 
reſpect to Mens future State. You beſeech me, p. 6. 
to think what I am doing; telling me, that we 
live in a very Sceptical Age, and asking me, whe- 
ther it has not the direfeſt Tendency to mak: Men 
Atheiſts, when they obſerve a Chriſtian, a Clergyman, 
preſs and plead for or againſt the Uſe of flated Forms 
in Public Worſhip, with the ſame Vehemence and So- 
lemnity, as they uſe to do on the moſt awful and im- 
portant Occafions in the World. And you conclude 
in theſe Words; Pray learn for the future, to lay 
out your warmeſt Zeal and Charity for the Sonls of 
Men, npon Subjects that are really great enough to in- 
vite and anſwer ſuch Expreſtons as theſe : and do not 
any more lay before Mankind ſo ſtromg a Temptation, 
either to ſuſpect all Religion to be a mere Sham , or 
that Mr. Bennet bimſelf is a ſecret Irfidel. | 

Now, Sir, I do ſtill think the Controverſy 
about the joint Uſe of precompos'd Prayers to 
be of very great Importance; and that the Diſ- 
putes between you and me are Matters of Practi- 
cal Religion; and that the Danger of being mi- 
ſtaken about them is unſpeakably great, becauſe 
it ſo nearly affects Mens future State. For is not 
the Manner of Joint-Prayer a Matter of Practi- 
cal Religion? And is it not highly neceſſary for 
us to know and practiſe the bel way of perform- 
ing it? And are there not greater Convemences 


or Inconveniences in one Way than another ? 
G 2 Or 


84 A ſecond Letter to Chap. N. 


Or is every Way equally eligible to us? But far- 
ther, Is it not notorious, that the Uſe of extem- 
pore Prayers is the Support of our Diviſions > © 
And are not our Diviſions utterly unchriſtian? 
And have they not manifeſtly weaken'd the 
Power of Religion amongſt us? And will they 
not ſome time or other too probably deliver us 
over to the Jaws of Popery, if not of Paganiſm 2 
So that, as little as you think of it, the Fate of 
Chriſtianity in this part of the World depends 
in a great meaſure upon this very Controverſy. 
And therefore I cannot but think it worthy of 
the warmeſt Zeal. Nor can I 3 which 
way my preſſing and pleading fo earneſtly for 
a precompos'd Liturgy has any Tendency to Athe- 
iſin; unleſs my endevoring to reſtore Peace to 
this Church by preſſing and pleading for a pre- 
compos'd Liturgy, be therefore attended with 
ſuch a dreadful Conſequence ; becauſe our Agree- 
ment in a precompos'd Liturgy will naturally 
make Chriſtianity flouriſh much better amongſt 
us, than it either does at preſent, or 1s likely to 
do. And if you perſiſt in ſaying, that by ex- 
preſſing ſo much Zeal for a precompos'd Litur- 
ey, I lay before Mankind a ſtrong Temptation either 
to ſuſpe& all Religion to be a mere Sham, or that I 
my ſelf ama ſecret hifidel; I can't help it. *Tis a 
Specimen of your Charity, which I have been 
much accuſtom'd to; and I pray God to for- 
give it. 

I will only, upon this Occaſion, earneſtly in- 
treat you (nay, comure you, as you will anſwer 
it at God's Judgment. Seat) to conſider, how ut- 
terly inexcuſable thoſe Perſons muſt needs be, 
whoſe Oppoſition to a precompos'd. Liturgy has 
rent this part of Chriſt's Myſtical Body in pieces; 


who 
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who refuſe to unite with their Chriſtian Brethren, 
upon the Account of thoſe Things, which you 
here expreſly declare to be very Triflzs, and what 
Religion (properly ſo call d) has no Concern at all in; 
and ſuch as the very beſt of Men, thoſe of the moſt 
diſtinguiſh'd Characters for Piety and Goodneſs that 
ever liv'd among us, have had different Sentiments 
about, P. 5. Has it not (to retort your own Que- 
ſtion) the directeſt Tendency to make Men A- 
theiſts, when they obſerve Chriſtians preferring 
the Gratification of their Humors to the Preſer- 
vation of Chriſtianity it ſelf ? Does not this lay 
before Mankind a fron Temptation, either to 
ſuſpe& all Religion to be a mere Sham, or that 
ſach Perſons themſelves are ſecret Infidels ? If 
theſe Things grate, pray remember from whom 
I copy'd them. 

P. 55. you begin to tonch upon my 19th and 
20th Chapters. Tis remarkable, that you ſoft- 
en or conceal a very great part of that Ribaldry, 
which I examin'd in them; from whence gueſs, 
that you are (as moſt certainly you ought to be) 
aſham'd to own or vindicate it. And I am wil- 
ling, in genera], to leave the Contents of thoſe 
Chapters with any Reader, who will give himſelf 
the Trouble of comparing them with what you 
have here written. Iwill therefore only beſrow 
ſome Animadverfions upon a few Paſlages. 

P. 55, 56. you blame me for ſaying, that if 
I am prepoſſeſs'd by Intereſt (with which you had 
charg'd me) tis on the Diſſenters fide. And you ve- 
ry gravely ask me, / het her I was ever better offer d 
among the Diſſenters ; adding theſe Words, It will 
a little concern you, Sir, to clear this Matter; or 
elſe, whether I call it ſo or not, the World will be 


1cadysto reckon this Prevarication, Forgery, Fal- 


3 ſhood, 
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ſhood, c. in the very vort Senſe of thoſe Words. 
But, Sir, you have very prudently omitted ſome of 
my Words, that you might incline the Reader to 
ſuſpe& me guilty of Prevarication, Fergery, Fal. 
ſhood, &c. For after thoſe Words, *T on the 
Diſſenters fide, I immediately ſubjoin'd, which, I 
believe, no Body will ſuſpe#. Theſe Words you 
take no Notice of; tho' they manifeſtly prove, 
that my being prejudic'd by Intereſt on the Diſſen- 
ters ſide, was in my Opinion ſo zmpoſſible to be be. 
lieu d, that the bare Addition of that Clauſe was 
a plain Denial of my being prepoſſeſs d by Inte- 
reſt at all, 

P. 56, 57. I had ſaid, that if writing againſt 
the Diſſenters be perſecuting them, ſurely then the 
Diſſenters have perſecuted the Eftabliſh'd Church 
too, not only during the great Rebellion, but from the 
very beginning of Nonconformity, Lett. p. 162. Up- 
on this you beſtow the following Paragraph. 

When you afterwards talk of the great Rebellion; 
F hope, Sir, you do not mean by it the late glorious 
Revolution: and yet if this is not what you intend, 
tis very wmpertinently objected to me. Neither I, nor 
any Anceſtors of mine ever were in the laſt concern'd 
( except as Sufferers ) in the late Civil Wars. Tet 
after all, I cannot ſee, how they who then ſtood for 
the Defence of the Parliamentary Conſtitution and Go- 
v2rnment, againſ# the arbitrary Encroachments of that 
whbappy Prince and his Miniſters, can be juſtly brau- 
ded as Rebels: whilſt we who did the ſame thirg 
(with I-ſs appearance of Authority) deſervedly ap- 
plaud aud abide by what we have done, as a neceſſary 
Self-defence. 

Now nothing but an Impertinence and Malice 
equal to your own cou'd have indited the for- 
mer part of this Paragraph; ſiuce tis 

tat 
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that I ſpake of the Diſſenters in general, without 
the leaſt Hint of a Limitation to your ſelf, whom 
I was not Fool enough to ſuppoſe as Old as the 
very begining of Nonconformity. And as tor the 
latter part of it, you can't but know, how ex- 
reſly thoſe Perſons are branded as Rebels by our 
ws, who (as you are pleas'd to phraſe it) focd 
for the Defence of the Parliamentary Conſtituticn and 
Government, againſt the arbitrary Encroachments of 
that unhappy Prince and his Miniſlers; that is (in 
plain Zyghſb) who fought againſt the Royal Mar- 
tyr, and made this Land a Field of Bloud, not 
8 that of God's Anointed. And yet you 
declare, that at the time of the Revolution, the 
Nation did the ſame thing, with leſi appearance of 
Authority, and that we deſervedly applaud and abide 
by it, as a neceſſary Self defence. That is, the Na- 
tion at the Time of the Revolution did the ſame 
thing with that, for the doing of which, ſuch as 
had a Hand in the Wars againſt King Charles 1. 
are by our Laws — pronounc'd Rebels; 
and we do deſervedly applaud and abide by the 
ſame thing, which our Laws do expreſly call the 
Great Rebellion; and thoſe who were puilty of 
what our Laws call the Great Rebellion, had more 
appearance of Authority, than thoſe who acted in 
the late Revolution. Theſe, and ſome other Par. 
ticulars not fit to be nam'd, are neceſſarily inclu- 
ded in your expreſs Words. Now I don't find, 
that your being a Diflenter gives you a Liberty 
to libel the Revolution at this rate: tho? (to ap- 
ply your own Words, p. 17, 18.) if really you have 
any Patent to that purpoſe, I muſt beg your Pardon, 
Sir, that I did not know it : but fo few as ever it 
appears, I ſhall know my Duty and as apt as you 
r:ckon me to find Faults, I 22 not bat I ſhall or 
4. the 
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the future be able, as contentedly as any Perſon in the 
World, to allow you your Privilege. But not to em- 
large upon ſo tender a Subject, I ſhall only add, 
that if ſuch Expreſſions had dropt from a Church- 
man, your own Party wou'd have thought him 
worthy of a Confutatjon at Bm. 
P. 57. you tell me that you had prepar'd an 
Anſwer to ſome parts of the London Caſes, and 
that you ſuppreſs'd your Papers out of a profound 
Reſpect to Biſhop Patrick and Biſhop Fowler, A 
fine Pretenſe ! But who will believe it true ? For 
wou'd not the ſame profound Reſpe# have ſav'd 
you the Pains of writing them? I fear there was 
ſomething elſe at the bottom. For cou'd you 
really think your ſelf a Match for thoſe Two Bi- 
ſhops at once? A bold Undertaking indeed, for 
a Man, who after the Addition of above Ten 
Years Study more, has been expos'd for the groſ- 
ſeſt Ignorance by an obſcure Preſbyter ! But pri- 
thee, Mr. Robinſon, don't murder the Iſſue of your 
Brain; don't ſtifle your Twins in the Birth. Let 
your Labors ſee the Light, that the World may 
laugh at them. | 8 
P. 58. you have theſe Words; But after all, do 
you need to be told, that when the Popiſh Controver- 
res were on foot, the Preſs was ſhut ogainſt us and 
that thoſe who then had the Care of it ( generally 
ſpeaking ) had oo little Kindzeſs for the Diſſenters, 
"og the Popiſh Pamphlets themſelves wou'd have as 
eaſily obtain d their Licenſe, had they needed it, as 
any Anſwers of ours cou d have done ? I cou'd give 
you Inſtances, that wou'd ſufficiently expoſe the Rigor 
of thoſe Times : aud fully ſhew, that if it was a Fault, 
that ſo few of our Anſwers did appear to the Popiſh 
Writers in that Reign ; it was the Fault of your Bre- 
thren, and not of onrs. So that tis we, and not 
MIT S..| - FT you: 
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you, that have reaſon to complain of our bard Fate! 
Tis hard indeed! firſt, to but up the Preſs againſt 
us, that we cou d not write; and then reproach us, 
becauſe we did not do it. Now every Syllable of 
this 18 3 falſe; and has been unanſwer- 
ably prov'd ſo by Mr. Feſley in his Reply to 
Mr. Palmer. This you cou'd not but know, tho 
you wou'd not take notice of it. 

Here, Sir, | muſt once more ask you, why the 
Diſſenters have not appear'd (at leaſt to any Pur- 
pole) againſt thoſe Swarms of villainous Books, 
which of late Years have more than ever threat- 
en'd our common Chriſtianity. Did Reſpect᷑ ſto 
their Pens? Or has the Preſs been ſhut up againſ 
them ſince the Revolution? Or were they afraid 
of offending ſome particular Friends of theirs ? 
Pray ſpeak out, Mr. Robiſon. | 

59. you ſay, you can hardly believe, that thoſe 
Exceptions (of Mr. Tong's ) which have flop'd Mr. 
Norris's Mouth for almoft Seventeen Tears paſt, are 
what he does or can look upon as inſignificant. But 
I can aſſure you from himſelf, that that learned 
Gentleman thinks them ſuch. Nor have they 
otherwiſe ſtopt his Mouth, than by being weak 
and beſide the Queſtion. 

P. 61. I had produc'd and examin'd a Paſſage 
of yours, concerning the |mpoſition of a Nati- 
onal Liturgy, which has (as 1 then did, and ſtill 
do, believe) as great a meaſure of the moſt unchri- 
ſtian Confidence, Aſſurance, Vanity, &c. conch'd 
in it, as ever any one Writer was Maſter of, Lett. 
p. 178, &c. And you endevor to excuſe that Paſ- 
ſage by pretending, that you did not ſay, if they 
preſs and plead for a Liturgy, or for a National Lt: 
twgy; if they plead for that Va as lawful, or even 
as expedient ; but if they pre /i and plead for the Im. 
| 2 | . profetion 
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Poſition of it, that is, to have this Way of Worſhip 
forc'd, either upon Miniſters or People, by the Sword 
of the Magiſtrate. Now this Pretenſe is arrant- 
y falſe. For that Paſſage was particular 

levelFd againſt me. Your Words were theſe ; 17 
therefore this Gentleman (ſpeaking of my ſelf) o- 
others of bis Make, will flill go on to preſs and plead 
for the Impoſition of a National Liturgy, &c. Rer. 
p. 368. Now I had not pleaded for an Impoſiti- 
on by the _ Sword, but argu'd for it 
upon quite different Principles. And if you have 
any Doubt about this, Sir, (returning your own 
Words, Rev. p. 216.) I muft take the Freedom to pro- 
duce an Authority, which can hardly fail to give 
Satisfa@&ion in the Point : it is that of your own dear 
ſelf. For, as little as you do now dream of it, 
you your ſelf, in the Preface to your Review, 
P- 12. have given us theſe very Words; The 
Power of Eccleſiaſtical Synods I was the more willing 
to look into, when I fond Mr. Bennet wholly waving 
the mention of thoſe Ad of Parliament that ſupport 
the preſent Impoſitzons ; and in Defence of em, plead- 
im only from the Power of the Clergy in a Synod, &c. 
You ſee, Sir, that ſome Men need good Memo- 
Ties. You excuſe a moſt horrible Paſſage by a 
moſt horrible Falſhood. But tis not the only 
Inſtance of the kind. 

P. 63. I had cenſur'd your bitter Reflections 
upon the Queen and Parliament tor not repeal- 
ing the Teſt Act, Lett. p. 183, Cc. To which 
you anſwer thus; May we not, without being unc ha- 
ritable our ſelves, freely cenſure the tyramixing and 
wcharitable Spirit of the High Church! and repre- 
ſent to our Superiors the horrid Prof.anations of th: 
Lord's Supper, that are occaſion d by the Sacramental 
T:ft Can you deny the Facts I there laid down * 
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Or dare you undertake the Defence of em? What 
mean you then to quarrel with me this Head ? 
Do you ſup; oſe, Sir, that the imagin d Huereſ of a 
Party, that call themſelves the Church, onght to be 
preferr'd to the common Intereſt of Chriſtianity, and 
the Honour of our great Redeemer ? If this be your 
Senſe of the Matter, the Lord pity yon, and thoſe that 
follow ſuch a Guide, To this I reply, that the way 
to prevent Profanations of the Lord's-Supper, 1s 
not by repealing the Teſt Act; but by keeping 
ſuch Wretches out of Places, as profane the Sa- 
crament by their Participation of it. This one 
Obſervation ſhews, that the other parts of your 
Harangue are nothing to the Purpoſe. 

You add, that you beartily forgive my Attempts to 
exaſperate the Government agamſt you upon this Occa- 
fron; tho* you thank God, you cou d as cheerfully die 
at a Stake in this Cauſe, as for that in which the bleſ- 
ſed Martyrs ſuffer d in the Marian Days. Now I 
will be jadg'd by the Reader's Eyes (for I know 
before-hand, that you your ſelf will deny it ) 
whether I did more to exaſperate the Goverment 
againſt you, than barely repeat ſome of your 
own Words. And if you write in ſuch a man- 
ner, that the bare Repetition of your own Words 
is exaſperating the Goverment againſt you, I can't 

help it. Lis plain then, that you have affronted 
and ſatyriz d the Goverment by your own Con- 
feſſion. Your dying at a Stake in ſuch a Cauſe 
would not entitle you to the Reward of Martyr- 
dom ; for if a Man gives his Body to be burnt, 
and has not Charity, it profiteth him nothing. 
Remember alſo, that the bleſſed Marty: s in the 


Marian Days, did not ſuffer for their ie itious 


Tongues or Pens, 
| Here 
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Here I muſt obſerve another moſt notorious 
Untruth, of which you are convicted by your 
own Teſtimony. You repreſent the Teſt Act as 
an Inſtance of the tyrannizing and uncharitable 
Spirit of what you call the High Church. And 
yet you your ſelf have told us, Rev. p. 260, 361. 

that a certain Noble Lord (whoſe Love to his Com 
try, and vaſt Penetration of Mind was never queſtion'd 
that you know of ) did in the Reign of King Charles Il. 
project this Bill, and that the appearing Goodneſs of 
the Deſgu, and the Intereſt of that great Man, eafily 
carry d it thro' both Houſes; and it paſs'd into a 
Law. Now, Sir, I wou'd gladly be inform'd, 
whether you think, that the late Earl of Shafts- 
brry (the Noble Lord you ſpeak of) was a Hub- 
Church. man, and that his Intereſt lay amongſt 
that Party. f not; tis plain, that the Teſt Act 
was, even by your own Account, wholly owing 
to a quite different Sett of Men. And for its Pre- 
ſervation we may juſtly thank, 1. Thoſe worthy 
Perſons of all Orders, whether High or Low 
Church (as the Language now is) who deteſted 
the Repeal of it, in the Reign of a late unhappy 
Prince, whom the Diſſenters aſſiſted in cutting 
the Throat of all our Laws by aſſuming a diſpen- 
ſing Power, and to whom they promis'd their 
Endevors for the Repeal ot that Act, which then 
was our only Human Security againſt Popery; 
the introducing of which a certain Party labor d 
to the utmoſt of their Power (out of pure Zeal, 
doubtleſs, to the Reform'd Religion, which they 
betray'd by their Actions, and cou'd not defend 
by their Pens, in that time of imminent Danger; 
tho'npon other Occaſions they exceed all Mankind 
in bawling for it) 2. The preſent Houſe of 
Commons, who rejected the Propoſal for repeal- 


102 


* 

9 , 
FI 
= 


Chap. IX. J B. Robinſon. 93 


ing it with a juſt Indignation; and whom you 
ſo highly commend, that I am confident' you 
do not think them High Church. | 

Bid. Thoſe ſevere: Truths, which you quote 
from me in your Review, p. 412, 413. were ef- 
fectually prov'd by the whole Tenor of my Diſc. 
of Foynt- Prayer. 

P. 62. you ſay, I ſeem to think, that the Truth 
or Falſbood of the Principles I maintain, is to be the 
Standard, according to which my Cenſares are to be 
judg'd either charitable or imcharitable. And then 
you immediately add, that bere again we have a 
Specimen of my great Judgment. But the Reader 
will rather think, that here again we have a Speci- 
men of My. Robinſon's great Honeſly. For my 
following Words in that very Paragraph do ne- 
ceſſarily imply, that in my Opinion a Man may 
maintain the greateſt Truths in ſuch a manner as 
argues an uncharitable Spirzt, For I expreſly 
lay, When I charge the Papiſts with their groſs Cor- 
ruptions of Chriſtianity, I doubt not but ſome of them 
think it an uncharitable Charge, Ec. and yet tis 
nevertheleſs true. But whether I charge either your 
ſelves or the Papiſts, in ſuch a manner as argues an 
mcharitable Spirit, God and the World muſt judge. 

P. 63, 64. what you ſay of the nameleſs Gen- 
tleman, does not belong to me. Nor is it my 
Buſineſs to run on your Errands, and enquire in 
Fen church Street after the ſuppos'd Faults of any 
Clergyman , whom your venomous Pen has 
endevor'd to wound. If you con'd convict him 
of his pretended Fault, I doubt not but you'd 
be glad of the Opportunity of doing it; were it 
for no other Reaſon but to diſgrace the Clergy by 
it. You may talk of Witneſſes of unqueſtonable 
Reputation, as much and as long as you pleaſe ; 

an 
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Preſence of the Holy Spirit with Believers, and bis 


and yet I ſhall never the ſooner believe, that 
what you report of this Gentleman, can be pro- 
ved. Eſpecially, becauſe I am aſſur d, that the 
Lines you have printed, are part of an Health 
to Dr. Sacheverell; who was never accounted a 
Pretender to the Crown. And beſides, I very well 
remember, when ſome of your Gang (doubtleſs 
of wqueftionable Reputation too, in the Opinion of 
their Brethren) had almoſt Hed another Perſon 
into a Jayl; and yet, when he dar'd em to it, 
not a ſingle Soul wou d ſtand by the Report they 
had ſo impudently ſpread of him. 

As for your Reflection upon the Sincerity of 
thoſe whom you call the Higb Church Clergy, in 
taking the Oaths of Allegiance and Abjuration; 
L anſwer briefly, that this, of all your villanous, 
as well as impertinent Reflections, might beſt 
have been ſpar'd. For the World. is not at this 
time o' day to ſeek for Inſtances of that Fanatic 
Fork. _ —_— of _ this is the 

uinteſſence. I pray to forgive 

P. 65. I had ſaid of ſome Pala wol the Trad 
de Spiritu Sancto, that if you cannot reconcile ſuch 
Paſſiges to the common Doctrius of Proteſtants, you 
may thank God, that others can do it for you. Lett. 

. 188. Upon this you ask the following Que- 
Rion ; What ! will it then conſiſt with the common 
Do&rme of Proteſtants, to equal unwritten Traditions 
with the Scriptures themſelves, Nc? No, Sir; nor 
does the Author of that Tract do fo; nor did I 
ever pretend to do it. But Slander 1s your 


Delight. 
Did. Did I ever ſo much as intimate, that the 
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gracious Influences , may be innocently tin d into a 
Feſt? Or did | ever allow my ſelf ſuch Freedoms ? 
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If the Reader will conſult my Letter, p 199. 
twill afford him another Proof, that (as I faid 
juſt now) Slander is your Delight. 

P. 66. you pretend that an Inference of yours, 
which I complain'd of, is therefore only an execra- 
ble one, becauſe it naturally flows from a Principle of 
mine, which is really ſo. This again is exactly 
like you. Let the Reader fee my Letter, p. 191, 
Cc. and he will be thoroughly convinc'd of the 
Villany of this Charge. 

The Caſe in ſhort was this. I humbly propos'd, 
that the Prayers for State Faſts and 1 hankſgi- 
vings, might be ſo printed, that they might not colt 
above One Farthing or Halfpenny a: piece. Becauſe 
that they won d then be more univerſally bought ;, and 
conſequently they wou'd the more effe@ually ſerve the 
hatere/t of Religion, and anſwer the Ends of thoſe 
Holy Days. From hence you inferr'd, that 1 
wou'd either have the People numbred, and eve- 
ry one provided with a Book; or elfe that ſuch 
State Faſts and Thankſgivings ſhou'd be dropt. 
And you ſay, that the latter is what I rather 
meant. As if, ſuppoſing that Common- Prayer 
Books, or even Bibles, were always printed in ſo 
large a Character, that thev cou'd not be bought 
under Twenty Shillings a piece, a Man might not 
propoſe the printing them in a ſmaller Volume, 
to be purchas d at a lower Price, without intend- 
ing, either that the People ſhou'd be numbred, 
and be every one of them provided with a Book; 
or elſe that the reading of the Bible, or the Per- 
formance of the Church-Service, ſhou'd be dropt. 

I ſay again, that your Inference was execrable , 
and my Words do expreſly imply the direct con- 
trary to what you infer from them: unleſs you 
imagin, that the Intereſt of Religion cou'd be 
more 
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more effectually ſerv'd, and the Ends of thoſe 
Holy Days cou'd be more effectually anſwer d, 
by the Abolition of the Days themſelves. But 
your Modeſty juſtifies your execrable Inference 
And indeed, a Man may as honeſtly juſtify it, 
as at firſt he made it. 

Ibid. Yon had threatned, that if I provok'd you 
too far, yon wou d mdeniably prove me an Uſurper of 
the Miniſterial Function. I apprehended, I confeſs, 
that you intended to do it, by — the In. 
validity of Epiſcopal Ordination (for if any Per- 
ſon living has a valid Epiſcopal Ordination, I'm 
ſure, I have) and I did my Endevor to provoke 
you to it. You now anſwer, that when I appre- 
hended, that yon threatned to diſprove the Validity 
of Epiſcopal Ordination in general; it was a mere 
Miſtake. For what you ſaid of that nature, you 
intended ſingly of my ſelf. And then you add, you 
thought I wou'd eaſily have _— it; becauſe you 
had ſaid juſt before, that you fear'd there might be 
ſome (Conformiſts as well as others) that were Uſur- 
pers of the Miniſterial Function. Tou never thought 
that all were ſo. And if what you there ſay, muſt be 
underſtood to reflect upon Epiſcopal Orders as ſach ; 
any one may ſee, that you equally reproach your own 
Presbyterian ones too + which no one can 1magin you 
ever deſan d. Now twere eaſy to reply to this; 
but I forbear, becauſe your preſent Explication 
makes 1t needleſs. You are at Liberty therefore 
to mean what you will. I ſtill defv you to prove 
me an Uſurper of the Miniſterial Function. And 
dare ſay, you have more Wit than to attempt 
It. 

P. 66, 67, 68. I challeng'd vou, Lett. p. 194. 
to name but one hg le Inftance of an harth RefleQior, 
which is nut ſtrictly jſt; and which IT might not with 
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compare them, and then judge of your Front. 
And yet I obſerve, that tho 7 77 to your 


can't but know therefore, that their Quotations 
are ſo groſly bad, as no Charity can cover; and 
that there is not one Reflection of mine, but hat 
might juſtly have been much more ſevere. 
But I ſhall ſpeak more diſtinctly. As for 
Mr. Bold, T have endevor'd, by àa common Friend 
to us both, to engage him in his own Defenſe; 
and hope tu ſee what Excuſes he can make for 
tuch Particulars, as I have charg'd him with. In 
the mean time therefore T ſnall only take notice, 
that ſome Expreſſions, which you or me” for 
uſiug towards” Mr. Bold, are indeed harſh. Tou 
tell me, that I charge bim with arrmt Noſenſe, 
and with ſuch Stuff as no Mar: nr bis Wits cou i ite; 
and for this you quote Brief Hiſ. p. 187). Bur; 
Sir, this very Particular is ſuch a ſhameleſs Fal- 
ſification, as ſcarce any Man but Mr. Robinſon 
cou'd have ventur d upon. I had been fpeaking 
of a Paſſage of St. Epiphanius, and arguing againſt 
Mr. Bold's Interpretation * 2 certain Phraſe in 

It. 
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= _ that Occaſion I us d theſe very 
ords. 

But tho the Phraſe were capable of that Senſe, and 
had been ſo us d elſewhere, yet it is incapable of that 
Senſe m this place. Baca this Tranſlation makes 
Kr. Epiphanius ſay to the Biſhop of Jeruſalem after 
this manner ; I aſſure you, that I always pray for 
you either thus — or elſe certainly thus — fo 
as my Diſcourſe may have a Conſiſtency and be 
intelligible. And is not this arrant Nonſenſe * What 
cou d he mean by ſuch Stuff * Or con'd any Man in 
bis Wits write it? Con'd not the Diſcourſe of St. Epi- 
phanius have a 1 and be intelligible, nt. 
he us d one of theſe Iwo Forms of Words, when he 
pray'd for the Biſhop of Jeruſalem > Where's the Co- 
herence? Or how do theſe E _ hang together 2 

Now in this Paſſage, which is the very place 
you refer to, and wherein thoſe Expreſſions are 
found. I do no more charge Mr. Bold with arrant 
Nonſenſe, or with ſuch Stuff as no Man in bis Wits 
cou'd write, than I charge him with Murder or 
Blaſphemy. Nor indeed do | charge any Perſon 
whatſoever with thoſe Particulars, for I ſay what 
is directly contrary. I am vindicating St. Eni. 
phanins from ſuch an Interpretation of his Phraſe, 
as wou'd make what he ſaid, to be arrant Non- 
ſenſe, and ſuch Stuff as no Man in bis Wits con'd 
write. And the Foundation of my Reaſoning is 
manifeſtly this, that St. Epiphanius cannot be ſup- 
pos'd to mean arrant Nonſenſe, and ſuch Stuff as 
no Man in bis Wits con d write. And yet you have 
the Face te ſay, that I do in this very Paſſage 
charge Mr. Bold with arrant Nonſenſe, and ſuch 
Stuff as no Man in his Wits con d write ! 

As for Mr. Clarkſon, yon tell me, that neither 
bis Age, Gravity, Learning, Judgment, nor his ou 
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Moderation, and his eftabliſh'd Reputation and Cha- 
rafter among all wiſe and good Men, whether in or out 
the Eftabliſß d Church, cou d prevail upon me to 
ſpare his Aſhes, when dead : but I moſt mmmercifully 
inſult bim, on the Occaſion of a few Slips (whether 
real, or ouly ſuppos'd ones, is not material) in a poff- 
bumous and wrfmiſh'd piece; that not he, but the Pub- 
lifher only, ought to be accountable for, p. 679. Now 
I own, that what I anſwer'd, is a * 
Piece, and for that Reaſon it may poſſibly be 
ſuppos d not to be perfectly finiſh'd : but muſt it 
be for that Reaſon unanſwer d? Or muſt an An- 
ſwer be call'd inſulting bim, when dead ? Farther, 
I appeal to any Perſon, whether thoſe Particu- 
lars, upon which my Reflections are in any mea- 
ſure tart, can qo. be accounted Slips only, 
or admit of any Excuſe. For, unleſs the Publiſh: 
er had falſify'd the Copy, what I charg'd Me 
Clarkſon with, Brief Hiſt. p. 57, 264, 333. (which 
are the ſevereſt Inſtances) are manifeſtly his own 
Faults; and ſuch as no Man that ever look d 
upon the Authors he quotes, cou'd commit with- 
out Dejgn. I challenge you to ſhew, that the Caſe 
is not neceſſarily and evidently ſuch as I repreſent 
it, in every one of thoſe Inſtances ; not to men- 
tion others. And therefore (to apply your own 
Excuſe, Letter, p. 60. for your Ulageo my ſelf) 
Ivilligh refer it to the Reader, whether ever I have 
any where us'd ſuch Lavguage, without having ( at that 
very time) Inflances before me, that were ſufficient to 
invite and juſtify the Cenſure. Laſtly, | 
ou have aſſerted, that only the Publiſher of 
. Clarkſon's Piece ought to be accountable for 
thoſe Particulars, which I have charg'd Mr. Clark- 
ſon with; this is in effect to ſay, that the Publiſh- 
er has falſify'd Mr. Clarkſon's Copy. Now if you 
H 2 your 
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your, felf were the Publither, we have then your 
OWN Confeſſion: but if ſome other Perſon pub- 
liſh'd it, I hope he'll return you Thanks for this 
Information. 
- Here it may not be improper to obſerve, that 
you plead Mr. Clarkfon's Age (amongſt other 
Conſiderations) as an Argument why I ought to 
have ſpar'd him. Whereas in this very Letter, 
48. you pretend to ridicule me for ſay ing, tho 
nt. by way of Irony, in favor of the Laudicrun 


Fathers, Be merciful, good Mr. Robinſon, confider 


that they are your Elders, and ſurely ſome R-ſp:@ is 
due to gray airs, Wherefore (to apply pour own 
way of Reaſoning upon that Occaſion) if by Mr. 
Clarkſon's Age you only meav that be liv'd b:fore 
me; ſo did aljo the Pathers of the Holy Council of 
Trent. But I muſt add, that if you mean, that 
Mr. Clarkſen was older when he wrote that Book, 
than I am now; I anſwer, that then he was old 
enough to write honeſtly. 

P. 68. you ſay, you forbear to mention the baſ? 
and ſcurrilous Language, with which I treat you in my 


former Letter; becauſe I may pretend, you had pro- 


vok'd me to it. This again is like Mr. Robinjin 7 
Baſe and ſcurrilous Language! I beſcechi you, Sir, 
to ſhew me the Particulars. Even your Provo. 
tions have not, I hope, prevail'd upon me to toul 
my Pen at that rate: nor will I ever ſuffer my 
ſelf to imitate your Style, how long ſocver | may 
be oblig'd to read your Books. And yet I own, 
that I have laid yon open in this as well as in 
my ſormer Letter; and that the mildeſt Lan- 


guage, that tis poſſible far a Man to defcribe 


your Practices in, 18a very bitter Sat yr upon you. 
But remember, Sir, that all plain and warm Lan- 
guage (tho very diſagreeable to the Party that 

deſerves 
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deſerves it, and what he can't bear with Pati- 
ence) is not baſe. and ſcurrilous. You know, what 
FTxpreſſions our Savior us d to the Scribes and 
Phariſces; and what a Judge is often forc'd to 
give a notorious Malefactor. In Caſes of the ſame 
nature, ſevere Truths may be ſpoken in ſuch Lan- 
guage as is truly conſiſtent with good Manners 
and Chriſtianity ; tho' ſome Perſons, I confeſs, 
can't reprove, without borrowing their Phraſes 
from the Fiſh-women. In a word, Sir, I muſt 
reckon this Charge of baſe and ſcurrilous Language 
amongſt your other Calumnies, till you have done 
one ot theſe Two Things, vis. either vindicated 
your Innocence, or ſhewn that upon Suppoſition 
of your Guilt, your abominable Deeds cou'd be 
juſtly repreſented in a ſofter Style. | 
You add, that my fſawcy Treatment not only of 
particular Perſons, but of the whole Body of the Diſ- 
ſenting Miniſters, bas again provok'd you, againſt your 
Temper and Inclination, to be ſevere upon me, and 
that while I uſe my Betters at this rate, I muſt not 
1magin, that others will treat me with any great Re- 
ſpect. But pray, where's the Sawcmeſs What 
relates to Mr, Clarkſor, has been already confi- 
der'd. And as for other Diſſenting Miniſters, 
what Harm have I done them? What ſawcy 
Treatment have I given them? I confeſs, I did 
not allow 'em to be ſuch Scholars as you wou'd 
make em; I inquir'd why they did not anſwer 
the Papiſts, &c. I gueſs'd it was, becauſe they 
cou'd not do it; I preſum'd to ſay, that if they 
had ſo much Learning among them, their Mo- 
deſty won'd not conceal it. And what then? 
Where's the Sawcimeſs of theſe or the like Parti- 
culars? How have I miſus'd thoſe, whom you 
may without any great Complement, call my 
Betters ? 
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Betters ? But it ſeems, if a Man won't admire 
Ein what they manifly are not; eee 
t are not ; ent 3 
2 ſawcy Fellow! And perhaps be fore'd to 
be thus ſawcy as long as I live. And who can 
help it? The only way to cure my pretended 
Sawcineſs is to give good Proof that I'm miſta- 
ken in my Judgment. For as little acquainted 
as you think me with Logic, Mathematics, and 
the more ſevere and uſeful Studies, | have heard of 
an Axiom, which I take to be true, that Nor ex- 
7ftentium & non apparentium eadem eff ratio. 

I muſt not forget your telling me in this Para- 
graph, that tis againſt your Temper and Juclination 
to be ſevere upon me. Hah ! Tis difficult, 
I confeſs, to ſwallow this huge one. It ſomething 
reſembles Tranſubſtantiation, *tis ſo flat a Con- 
tradiction to one's Senſes. And yet perhaps 
I may be tempted to believe it firmly, as ſoon 
as ever you believe it your ſelf. 

Your 69th, yoth, and 91ſt Pages I have alrea- 
dy taken notice of, p. 10, 11. 


er. 
The CONCLUSION. 


ND now, Sir, I have concluded my Exa- 


mination of your Letter. You ſay, you have 


play'd the Fool in writing it, p. 3. and the Reader 

ps will ſay, that you have play's ſomething 
elſe. But tis Pity, that your Charity (a Thing 
you are ſo ſeldom guilty of!) ſhou'd betray you 
to ſuch Inconveniences. You tell me, that for 


your part you won d never once have ſet Pen to Paper, 


nor 
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nor have ſo much as wrote a ſingle Line or Syllable upon 
this Occafion, had it not been that you won d fain put 
me out of Conceit with Scribling, by ſhewing me once 
more the Emptineſs and Vanity of my Performance,p. 2. 
I thank you, Sir, for your kind Intentions : but fo 
long as you are pleas'd to play the Fool, and ſome- 
thing worſe; ſo long ſhall I be tempted to what 
you call Scribbling again. And therefore, if you 
ſincerely wiſh for Succeſs, don't play the Fool, &c. 
but write honeflly and wiſely for the future. Elſe 
you'll ne'er ſhew the Emptineſs and Vanity of my Per- 
formance, but give me an Opportunity (which, III 
promiſe you, I ſha'n't baulk) of making you ap- 
pear what you really are. 
Whether you will reply to this Second Letter, 
Time muſt determin. My former, which you are 
pleas'd to call an angry and a ſcandalous Letter, p. 
1,49. (I ſuppoſe,by a Metonymy of the Effect, be- 
@ I perceive it has made your ſelf, Sir, very 
angry and very ſcandalows ) you were determin'd to 
anſwer by the Advice of others, p. 1. tho (to apply 
your own Words, p. 34.) if you bad ayy one wiſe 
Friend in the World, that you wou d hearm to, I am 
apt to think you won d hardly ever have attempted it. 
But you have told me, that if what you call an 
Anſwer to my former Letter, does not work a Cure, 
and either put an End to my writing Controverſies, or 
at leaſt make me for the future write to better Purpoſe, 
you will for ever take your Leave of me; adding, that 
if I flill go on in this way, I ſhall hereafter talk to 
Ae nay, tho I ſhou'd rave like one diftra#- 
and (while I am able to bold a .. 
go on to provoke you with the utmoſt Improvements 
of Bedlam or Billingſgate ; you will never engage any 
arther with me. Now what Judgment you will 
make of my preſent Addreſs, I know not. _ 
ther 
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ther I have ever rav'd like one diſtracted, or provok'd 
you with the utmoſt Improvements of Bedlam or Bil 
lingſgate; let any one judge, that has read this, 
or any other Paper of mine. I challeng'd you ii 
my former,p. 162. to ſheu any one — 
that has written more mildly than my ſelf; adding 
theſe Words, I can name many, that have been abun- 
dantly more angry: your ſelf, Sir, for one. This 
Challenge you have thought it adviſable to for- 
get: but you hope to find your Account in re- 
peating your groundleſs Accuſations ; becauſe 
when Dirt is plentifully thrown, ſome part of it 
will too. probably ſtick. This Uſage 1 always 
expect from ſuch Writers as your ſelf: And I can 
both bear and forgive it. Alas, Mr. Robinſon, he 
that has forfeited his Credit by ſuch Particulars as 
T have convicted you of, may ſay what he pleaſes 
of me to thoſe that will vouchſafe to read me ; 
and as for others, no Vindication wil Eaffect them. 
The aforeſaid Pretenſes therefore ſerve only to 
blind and deceive. your Followers and Friends; 
and are intended to excufe your future Silence, 
i you ſhall think fit to deſert, what you know 
you cant maintain. 
I ſhall only add, that as you have conſeſs d 
your ſelf to be heartily ſcł of this part of the Con- 
troverſy, p. 72. ſo if you are not by this time 
heartily aſbam d of it too, my Obligations to you 
Sir, are ſo very peculiar, that you may free] 
command the farther Endevors of "1 
Dur conſtant Friend and Servant, 
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